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G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


PROCEEDINGS before The Honourable 
MES Justice wos CerRirby; "this 
9th day of November, A.D.1967, at 
9:00 oftclock in the morning, at 
the Court House, in the City of 
Edmonton, Province of Alberta, 


GEOFFREY C. HAMILTON, recalled on his former oath, examined by Mr. 

















Clement: 
Mr. Hamilton, you are still under oath for purposes of the 
inquiry? 
Yes sir. 
I believe you would like to comment to the Commissioner on 
a paragraph that appeared in the Albertan for Thursday, 
November 9th? 
Yes. 
Would you read his Lordship the paragraph you have in mind? 
Sir, this is today's. Albertan, and on page 1 under the 
heading "Threat ane Kirby Inquiry told", there is the 
statement, and I quote now: 
" Mr. Hamilton said the memorandum contained an 
applied threat that unless the City dealt with Mr. 
Hooke promptly, the City’s application to the Local 
Authorities Board Rees not be favorably received." 
| To the extent that I.created that 
impression I apologize to you and to the other persons in 
this room. This is exactly what I was trying not to say. 
May I take a few minutes to recap and 


say more clearly what I attempted to say yesterday? The 
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1-M-2 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


A (Cont.) months of November and December of 1962 were a 
period during which the City was gearing itself for what it 
knew was going to be a fairly monumental battle for the 
annexation of certain important lands. This perhaps was 
my Special responsibility. Now, for any matter of this 
importance one becomes very sensitive to anything which 
might have a bearing or which one imagines might have a 
possible bearing on the outcome of the matter at hand, 
and, as I said yesterday, and perhaps it’s not for me to 


judge -- we may have been over-sensitive in this respect, 





Concerning the document, it did not 
contain any reference whatever to the forthcoming 
annexation, directly or indirectly. It dealt with the 
version of the history of Ideal Homes and ended up, as I 
believe I said yesterday, with the suggestion that to clear 
this matter up once and finally the City was presented with 
two alternatives: one, the rezoning of certain properties 
owned, I believe, by Ideal to permit the construction of 
a hotel, and a certain cash supplement, the combination 


thought to have a value of approximately $100,000.00 -- or, 





alternatively, a simple payment by the City to the Ideal 





Home interests of $100,000.00; but there was no mention, 
directly or indirectly, to the question of annexation or to 
any other matter. I would -- to me this seems important, 
and if I have misled you, I am very sorry. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you, Mr. Hamilton. 


Q MR. CLEMENT: Thank you, Mr, Hamilton. Mr.Hamilton 
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1-M-3 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 



















MR. CLEMENT: (Cont.) we had been discussing the matter of 
eae and rezoning the Wellington property, Lots 3 and 4, 
and in the end result Mr. Menzies gave testimony that in part 
particularly the part facing the 127th Street, there was 
a rezoning to R5, which is almost the highest density, to 
another portion which, as I understood the evidence -- R4, 
which is slightly lower density, which permitted highrise, 
or semi~highrise. --- 

A Yes. 

Q Building on it; and I gather from what you have just said 
that at some time during this stage there had been an 
application for zoning to commercial usage, the objective being 


a hotel there? 





A I don't recall that during my tenure as City Commissioner 
there ever was a formal application for commercial rezoning. 
I think this had always been the hope of Ideal Homes. 

Q I think you are right. The evidence on the record suggests 
that was back in 1955. 


A Yes -- and undoubtedly such a rezoning to permit commercial 





uses, would offer the owners of the land the highest 





return. 

Yes. 

And -- 

But this was before your period of office? 


Yes, 


to ba ne tO 


Now then, I was about to turn to another aspect of this 


matter, Mr. Hamilton, and that is negotiations respecting 
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1-M=4 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 






















Q (Cont.) a possible exchange of Lots 3 and 4 for other 
property in the City. Did any of those negotiations come 
to your attention? 

A Yes. When one of the applications for rezoning of Lots 3 
and 4 failed, Mr. Hooke or his --- or a Mr. Wener -=- who 
was a friend of Mr. Hooke's, and was known to me -- 
suggested that perhaps since it didn't seem possible to 
accomplish on Lots 3 and 4 what the owners had in mind, 
then perhaps some exchange of land could be worked out 
whereby the City perhaps might end up with ownership of 
Lots 3 and 4, and the Ideal Home group would end owning 
some land presently owned by the City, on which land it might 
be possible to build a nursing home or perhaps something 
else, that would offer an adequate return to the Ideal 
Homes group; aoe in a slightly indirect way, would 
offer the compensation which the Ideal Homes group felt 
was due them. 

Q Well, did you have any understanding as to how Mr. Wener 
was associated with the Ideal Homes group? 

A No; I never did completely understand this -- nor did I 
ever ask; but he was sympathetic to the position which Mr, 
Hooke felt he was in -- that is to say, that he had been 
rather badly done by by the City, and I think Mr. Wener 
was trying to help him out. 

And who, in a word, is Mr. Wener of Calgary? 
I know him only through this one association. 


Q You don't know whether he is a developer or anything of that 
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G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex, 
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(Contés) kind? 























I believe he is -- has an interest in several other 
developed properties. 

Yes. 

I believe also he has an interest in several other nursing 
homes. 

Yes. 

And so would understand the economics of one of this type 

of establishment. 

Well, what happened then in respect of this suggestion? 

Well, for my own part -- and I think I speak for all the City 
Commissioners, we were quite anxious to co-operate as best 

we could to try and identify parcels of land which might be 
acceptable to this group on an exchange basis. We saw 
difficulties from the outset in accomplishing this because 

of the difficulty, perhaps,of agreeing on the relative value 
of the parcels of land that would be involved in such an 
exchange, but again, whatever the attitude towards the 

City's handling of Ideal Homes, it was a fact that Ideal 
seemed to have been in difficulty over this land question 

for a long time, and we were naturally anxious to do what 

we could to bring the whole thing to a satisfactory 
settlement; and so we looked at the City maps and checked 
with the Land Department, and ‘racked our brains to try and 
suggest this or that parcel of land which might form the 
basis for a negotiated exchange. 


What ultimately came of that? 


SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





et CL ALLE A ELK AE 





8 umn - 
batt wpe 


sertto Isteveu ak tee19%nt me aad -- el od ovekiod I 
. .estineqorq beqoleveb 





























.woY ] 

yiiasun sotto Istevse ni seor9sdai na asd of oale evelied I A 
-eomod — 

~2oY Q 

. aqv? atdt te ene to estmoaoos sii basteit9shbae bivew os brA A 


. tnemtekidasas to 
oitesgywe aisit to tooqaen ai asd? beneqged dartw Liew Q 
lett wit Iie vo? tneqe I anid? TI bow -- Iteq nwo ya sot ,L1eW 
teed es edsteqe-0o of evoixns etiup etsew ew ,etenotesiamed 
| od ditgim doidw bust to eloorsq yYtidnebi bas yas oF blues ow 
wes @W .abesd opnedoxe os ao quotg eidd oF eldatqescs 
| sevaood ett gakdabigqmooos mi toatuo odd mont eeidivokti£5 
| sufsavy ovitaler 98% no gateetys to.aqsdteq .ytivoli@kb edd Fo 
ns dowe ol bevlovni od bineow deft bast Yo sisotaq edz Yo 
| ais ebtewod ebutitts od? r0ovedsdw .oieges dud ,epnanoxe 
| [nebI tsdd tost se enw ti ,comolt InebI Yo gnitbnad a'ydto 
soiveoup bast att? tevo ytivotttib of need sved oF bemesa 
taiw ob oF avoixnise yiletstsa stew ow bos ,omis gnol s 102 
ywsostsitea « 07 ynids elodw ieee 
Replaa: van sieneeiyanrraee ee | od \ieoome 
fam ont of oan’ vo hoses4 b peer 
Sgn) any ree 
piers | 


- PHA 


a pee 


3581 





1-M-6 
G. C. Hamilton —- Clement Ex. 


















A It was not our suggestion, I think, but it was a suggestion 
of either Mr, Wener or one of his associates -- and I can't 
remember who that would be -- that perhaps some lots down 
in the Buena Vista area, not far from the Children's Zoo, 
might make an appropriate site for a nursing home, and might 
form the basis for an exchange. 

Q That has already been identified, I think, by Mr. Menzies, 


as down in this area here, 


A Yes. 
Q Yes? 
A I believe -- without having checked the City records --- 


that the Commissioners proposed such an exchange, either to 
the Land Sales Committee in the first instance, or perhaps 
to the City Council -=- I have forgotten which came first. 
When it became public knowledge that there was some thought 
being given to the construction of a nursing home in fie 
Buena Vista area, there was a very quick and vocal opposition 
registered by the residents of that area, and in the result, 
of course, the matter was not proceeded with. 


Q Can you give us an approximate period of time of this 





Buena Vista exchange? 





A I would certainly like to check with some of the City 
officials, because I would have to give you a very wild 
guess now. 


Q Would you excuse me just a moment? 
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Hamilton ~ Clement Ex. 






























I might say Mr. Commissioner that Mr. Hamilton has not had 
an opportunity to look at any City documents and, of course, 
took none with him when he left the service of the City and 
hasntt had the opportunity of examining any that may be 
involved so far. 

I show you the City file relating to Buena Vista, 
entitled Bylaw 2562, the last document on it is dated 
September 17th, 1964 which I am told indicates the date in 
which this matter came to a final end? 

Then I can say that the matter was before the City Administra 
tion and the Municipal Planning Commission and other technical 
agencies of the City from about April of 1964 through to 

mid September. That would be my best estimate. 

Yes. Now, there is a report prepared by the Commissioners 

in and about that time, a report as an Addendum presented 

to the City Council. I show you Exhibit 101 which was 
submitted by the Commissioners, including yourself and Mayor 
Hawrelak. This bears on the consideration of the Commission- 
ers in respect of the proposed exchange? 

Yes, and this confirms that the question of an exchange of 
property was a live issue prior to April 27th, 1964. 

Yes, and what was the gist of that report Mr. Hamilton? 

This report reminds Council that Ideal Homes was not satisfie 
with the single family residential zoning which had been 
applied to its Wellington Park property, Lots 3 and 4; informs 


Council that the principals of that company would like to 






effect a trade of the Wellington Park lots, 
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1-P-2 
G. C. Hamilton —~ Clement Ex. 


A (cont. ) nine lots in Buena Vista. 

Q Just for the sake of comparison, the acre lots were re~plotte 
into a substantial number of smaller lots, that is already 
on the record? 

A Yes. The Wellington Park property was -- resulted in the 


ownership by the Ideal group of nine re-plotted lots, I 


believe. 

Q There is a re-plot plan in the record which would show that 
exactly? 

A Yes. This Commissioners Report, Exhibit 101 goes on to 


recite some of the history of the Ideal Homes matter and then 
informs the Council that Ideal Homes wants to acquire not 
only the Buena Vista site but also a group of seven lots 
owned by the City in Quesnell Heights which is a neighbouring 
subdivision, that for the purpose of further development for 
resale by Ideal Homes. The Commissioners recommended that 
some sort of an exchange be proceeded with. 

Q Yes. Was there anything, I have just forgotten Mr. Hamilton, 
was there anything in there dealing with the rezoning of the 


Buena Vista? 


MR. MAYNARD: What Exhibit number? 

MR. CLEMENT: LOL. 

MR. MAYNARD: 101. 

A There seems to be no reference to the zoning or prospective 


rezoning of the Buena Vista lots. 
Q MR. CLEMENT: But that was a necessary part of the 


total consideration as far as the Ideal Homes group is 
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1-—P-3 
G. C. Hamilton ~ Clement Ex. 

























Q (cont. ) concerned I presume, through what you have said? 

A I believe a rezoning would have been necessary in order to 
permit construction of a nursing home, I am sure of it. 

Q Well I think there is no doubt about that but without 
rezoning the Buena Vista property would have lost interest 
as far as the Ideal Homes group is concerned? 


A Yes, the rezoning would have added value to those lots. 





Q In the end result the matter progressed in what fashion so 
far as the zoning and rezoning? 

A There was a vocal and pretty continuous opposition from some 
of the residents in the neighbouring subdivision. This 
was transmitted to Council. At one point in time Council 


told the Chief Planner to organize a meeting in the area to 





have the whole matter discussed. I attended that meeting 





as did Mr. Wenner and certainly the opposition was very 
vocal and this again was transmitted back to Council so that 
Council in the end decided it would not approve of such a 
rezoning and therefore the exchange was of no interest to 
Ideal Homes. 

Q Yes, and MIdeal Homes or hese specifically Mr. Campbell 


remains the owner today of the Wellington Park property? 





A Yes. 
Q Now then Mr. Hamilton, is there anything further that you 
have to comment on in connection with the negotiations or 


exchange of property, is there any other that comes to mind 


in particular? 
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1-P-4 
G. C. Hamilton ~ Clement Ex. 


A Well, on more than one occasion I recall one in particular, 
Mr. Hooke and I went for a drive around the City on the 
week-end to try and see if we could discover some other 
parcels of land which might not raise the same kind of 


objections and questions as we seem to be running into in 





the Buena Vista and Quesnell Heights area and I was very 
glad to do this because the Minister is in a rather 
difficult position in these matters and, quite apart from 
the fact that he is a busy man, he is by no means the only 


person to have suggested to the City Commissioners that they 





do something on the week-end. I didn't regard it as 
irregular in any way. 

Q But obviously you weren't able to reach any conclusions 
or agreements on exchange? 

A No, we couldn't seem to find the key to this problem. 

Q Now then, let us go back a little in time Mr. Hamilton and 
pick up the thread of the story following your meetings with 
the Mayor which you place sometime in January of 1963? 

A Yes, 


Q And the claims that were being put forward in that original 





document furnished to you on November 8th, 1962. Did you 





have any meetings with anyone at any subsequent date in 
respect of the claims being put forward in that November 


document ? 


A Yes. 
Q When was that? 
A I checked my diary for 1962 and 1963 and thus was able to 
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1-P-5 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


A (cont. ) say exactly Aen ble document was delivered to me. 
I did not a ancbwaae the dates on which I was contacted by 
Mr. John Campbell. 

Q Well then, as closely as your memory permits, when was the 
first of those occasions? 

A I believe that a few weeks after I had received the document 
on November 8th, I had at least one phone call from Mr. 
Campbell who pleaded Mr. Hookets position and the position of 
Ideal Homes. 

Q Excuse me, I have made a mistake Mr. Hamilton, you went to 


see the Mayor on the week-end following November 8th? 








A Yes. 

0 I was getting myself confused with the testimony of earlier 
witnesses. 

A So my recollection is that perhaps two or three weeks 


following that I had at least one phone call from Mr. 
Campbell who was obviously aware of the document and its 
contents and who urged me to find some way of acceding to 


either of the two alternatives in that document sometime afte 





the New Year. 





Q Well, what was the nature of the urging, just asking you to 
get with it? 

A Just at that point he certainly felt a settlement was due 
to his group and reminded me that this matter had gone on 
for a long, long time and unfairly in his view. 

There was some time in the late winter or early spring 


a week-end when Mr. Campbell came to my house and in a rather 
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G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


A (cont. ) indirect way but in a way that I couldn't mistake 
did tie these two matters together, that is the annexation 
matter and the method in which the City was going to handle 


the request contained in that document. 





Q I wonder if you could tell Mr. Commissioner as closely as you 
can remember what it was that was said that left you with 


this impression? 





A I realize -- to me, this is very critical. I think that the 
sentence went something like this ‘If you don't handle or 
deal with this matter satisfactorily you can forget all 


about your annexation.' something like that. 











Q That is the gist of it that stuck in your memory? 

A The gist of it. Pardon? 

Q That is the gist of it that stuck in your memory? 

A Yes: 

Q You say this would be late winter or early spring? 

A As I recall sir, yes. 

Q And what transpired as a result of that discussion? 

A Nothing. 

Q You didn't convene a further meeting of the Commissioners 
to consider this? 

A No, I passed this, I related the visit to my fellow 
Commissioners immediately thereafter I suppose, on the 
following Monday morning. 

Q This was again over the week-end, was it? 

A Yes, this was a week-end visit. 

Q Did you discuss it with him, did yoircome to any conclusions 
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1-P-7 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


Q (cont. ) as to whether any steps should be taken or just 
report to them so to speak? 

A Are you referring to my discussions with the Commissioners 
following this week-end meeting? 
Yes? 

A Well, I was satisfied that the comments by the City 


Solicitor and Commissioner Menzies explaining their version, 





if you like, of the Ideal Homes story was satisfactory. lL 
had not been a City Commissioner during the time these 
events occurred, I had to rely on someonets story and I 
believed Commissioner Menzies and Mr. Alan Macdonald so, I 
felt that no further special action on my part would either 
have been warranted or indeed would have been proper. At 
the same time I couldn't help but think that a man like Mr. 
Hooke who is experienced and, I believe successful, how could 


he have found himself in such an unfortunate position unless 





there had been perhaps some misunderstanding between his 
company and the City and this was in my mind and so, I was, 
for that reason, as well as for the reasons that we were in 
fact dealing with a Minister of the Provincial Government 


and a man whose official duties were important to the City, 








all these things made me continue to try to do what I could 
to accommodate the Ideal Homes situation. 


Q Well yes? 





A And certainly, perhaps you will ask me this question directly 
but, I have indicated that I had this important conversation 


with Mr. Campbell, never did Mr. Hooke ever directly or 
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1-P-8 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 






















A (cont. ) indirectly refer to this, never. 

Q Well Mr. Hamilton, what I was coming to is this, you 
reported this to the Commissioners and I take it to the Mayor 
who, I assume, was back in office by then? 


A Yes, 





Q But not in the way of getting advice and directions as to 
what to do, just giving information? 

A We had already come to a unanimous agreement amongst 
ourselves, the Commissioners, that there was no further 


special action warranted. 


Q So it was just left that way? 
A wes: 
Q Now, there is in evidence a document, Exhibit 367, being a 


letter from the City Solicitor to the City Commissioners of 
April 5th, 1965. I know you haventt had an opportunity to 
refresh your memory of it; could you just give from your 
recollection the circumstances under which that letter came 
to be written and addressed to the City Commissioners? 

A This date of April 5th, 1965 would indicate that following 
the presentation by Mr. Morrow and Mr. Hooke of the Ideal 


Homes case before the Finance Committee, the Commissioners 





asked the City Solicitor to carefully study that document and 


to comment on it. 





Q Yes, that document that you have just spoken of is Exhibit 
379 is .1lt not 7 The one that came before the Finance 


Committee? 


A Yes. 
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Were you present at the meeting of the Finance Committee? 
Yes. 
And in fact, were copies of this distributed to members of 


the Finance Committee? 


Yes. 

And who is the Finance Committee made up of, Aldermen? 

No, approximately half the members of the City Council. 
Yes, well, that is Aldermen? 

Aldermen, yes. 

Was there anything unusual about the meeting with the 
Finance Committee in which Mr. Hooke tee I understand? 
Do you recall Mr. Hooke having been present? 

Yes, Mr. Hooke was present. 

And accompanied by counsel? 

Yes, Mr. Morrow. 

Was there anything unusual beyond what is contained in 
Exhibit 379 in your recollection? 

No sir, only that it was not very common for a Minister of 
the Crown to appear in that capacity before a Municipal 
Committee. 

In what capacity, personal? 

Personal capacity. 

Oh yes? 

But that is no irregularity, surely? 

No at least we hope not. Then it was just a normal sort of 


a presentation on the part of Mr. Morrow on behalf of his 


client? 
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1-P-10 
G. C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 


A Yes, 





Q Did Mr. Hooke make any representations himself? 

















SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





3592 





=-1 
C. Hamilton - Clement Ex. 
- Gill Ex, 




















A I believe he spoke a few words to the Finance Committee, I 
don't recall what they were, but Mr. Morrow made the 
presentation for all intents and purposes. 

Q Yes. I gathered from your earlier testimony, Mr. Hamilton, 
that this matter of the claim by Ideal Homes had come first 


to City Council and then been referred to the Finance 





Committee for consideration, is that your recollection of th 
course of events? 

A I don't have a specific recollection, Mr. Clement, but I 
don't see how the matter could have come before the Committe 
unless it had been directed there by Council. 

Q Anyhow, the first important development in respect of it was 

the Hearing by the Finance Committee? 

Yes. 

And then did it go back to City Council? 

It must have ead cis 

Yes? 


As a report of the Finance Committee. 


Co FF Oo Fe CO SF 


Yes. The end result of this entire operation was that the 
City Council did not accede to any claim? 


A That is correct. 





Q Yes, would you answer my friends, please? 


THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Gill? 





MR. GILL EXAMINES THE WITNESS: 
Q Thank you. Mr. Hamilton, do you have the document that you 


received from The Honourable Ethel Wilson on November 8th, 


1962? 
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1-B=2 
Ge @. Hamnetton.— Gill Ex. 


A No. 

Q Mr. Maynard, do you happen to have that document, by any 
chance? 

MR. MAYNARD: Mr. Commissioner, that document was 


a draft document that was prepared by Mr. Hooke and given to 
Mrs. Wilson as a draft document for her information. Now, 


I hope my friend won't accuse me of giving evidence. 





MR. GIDL: I would like to find out what happened 
to it. 

MR. MAYNARD: Yes. Mrs. Wilson asked if she could 
turn over this document to Mr. Hamilton, Commissioner 
Hamilton, and Mr. Hooke said yes. It was only a draft 
document. The document was revised in proper form and this, 
the revision of the document is Exhibit 379. As far as I 


can ascertain from Mr, Hooke there was only one substantial 
change, substantial, outside of the wording, and possibly 
Mr. Hamilton could confirm this; in the two documents, the 
second document that is now an Exhibit contained a specific 
reference to a claim, whereas Mr. Hooke recalls that the 
first document did not. That was the only change between 


the two documents. After having revised the document in 





final form Mr. Hooke destroyed the copy he had of the first 
document because he was relying on the second document. Now, 
that is the story as I have it from Mr. Hooke. What happened 
to the document that was given to Mr. Hamilton, of course, I 
have no knowledge of. 


MR. GILL: I take it, Mr. Maynard, to answer my 
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- Hamilton.= Gill Ex. 





MR. GILL: (Cont.) question, do you have a copy of what was handed 


to Mr. Hamilton, your answer can be summed up in the word 


UN op. bye 

MR. MAYNARD: That's right. 

Q MR x(a Lisk,: Thank you. 

Now, Mr. Hamilton, we know now what happened to the 
document, You didn‘*t make a file of the City concerning 
this document? 

A No. 

Q I see, and how do you happen to remember the exact date of 
November 8th, from your diary? 

A From my diary. 

0 I see, and does your diary tell you how many times you met 
with Mr. Hooke after November 8th 1962 concerning the Ideal 
Homes problem? 

A No sir, it would not. 

Q Could you estimate for the Commission? 

A Six. 

Q Six times? 

A Yes. 

Q Between 1962 and what period? 

A 1964, '65 perhaps. Excuse me, yes. 

Q And did Mr. Hooke telephone you on any occasion besides the 
meeting with you? 

A Yes% 

Q How many times would he phone you? 

A More than twice, less than eight or ten. 
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1-B-4 
G. (C. tHamiliten .— (Gill Bx. 


Q I see, a number of times? 
A Yes. 
Q Did you get the impression that Mr. Hooke was bothering you 


about this matter? 


A I got the very clear impression that a settlement of the 





matter was very important to Mr. Hooke. Nothing is a 


bother to a City Commissioner. 











Q I see. But he was upset about this matter? 

A Yes. 

Q And he continually questioned you about it? 

A Well, I would say that it was in his mind and in mine on 
every occasion that we saw each other. 

Q | Even on social occasions would it be discussed briefly? 

A No, I think we did not discuss this matter when we found 
ourselves together at some public social occasion. 

: Q And did Mr. Hooke come to your office? 

54 A I don't believe he did. I believe at one time he was 
visiting City Hall, I think the Mayor’s office, and he came 
into my office briefly, but I don't recall that we discussed 
this matter. 

. o>. pie he ever ask you to come to his office and discuss it? 


Yes. 





How many times? 


A 

Q 

A More than twice. 

Q And you would go down to the Legislative Buildings? 
A 


His office actually was at the Municipal Affairs Building on 


104th Avenue at 108th Street. 
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1-B-5 
G. "C. Hamitton = *Gi11 Ex. 


Q Well, you went into his office that he occupied as Minister 


of Municipal Affairs? 











A Yes. 

Q And you discussed this matter of the Ideal Homes claim? 

A Yes. 

Q You had become very familiar with at finally? 

Sg 

Q And ure Wilson who handed to you the document on November 
8th 1962 was also a Cabinet Minister in the Provincial 
Government of Alberta, was she not, at the time? 

A She was not a Cabinet Minister at the time she handed me 
that document. 

Q I see, she became a Cabinet Minister? 

A res. 

Q And she was also an Alderman? 

A Yes. 

Q And she felt it was important, this document that she handed 
to you in November of 1962? 

A Yes. 

Q And felt you should do something about it, meaning the 
City of Edmonton should do something about it? 

A Certainly she felt that the facts as related in this 
document had a good deal of truth and substance to them 
and the whole thing warranted a careful review and study 
by myself. I think she felt at the time that perhaps the 
Ideal Homes group had been dealt with less than fairly. 

Q You would view this document with some apprehension? 
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Hamilton - Gill Ex. 


Yes, indeed. 























Because of Mr. Hooke's position as Minister of Municipal 
Affairs? 

Yes. 

And what was your apprehension, Mr. Hamilton? 

The relationship between the Gityect Edmonton and the 
Department of Municipal Affairs was, of course, a matter of 
great importance to us all. The relationship between, and 
good will, that should continue to exist between the City of 
Edmonton and its officials on the one hand and the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs on the other was equally important, 
since an animosity that might develop at this level would 
be bound to make the flow of communication a little more 
difficult and stiff. 

You were apprehensive that Mr. Hooke as a Government 
Minister might hurt the City of Edmonton? 

I was anxious that we do nothing that might contribute to 

a lessening of the easy relationships that existed between 
the Government of Alberta and the City of Edmonton. 
Personified by Mr. Hooke? 

In this case, yes. 

Did you make any notes or memoranda for your own personal 
recollection of your meetings with Mr. Hooke? 

No, I was quite careful not to do so. 

You weren't going to write your memoirs? 

No. 


Did you make any memoranda or diary notes concerning your 
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1-B-7 

G. C. Hamilton - Gill Ex. 

Q (Cont.) meetings with Mr. Campbell? 

A No. 

Q What did you believe to be the relationship between Mr. 
Campbell and Mr. Hooke? 

A I believed that they had been partners in at least the one 
business venture, Ideal Homes; that they were probably 
business associates on other commercial ventures and 
transactions; that because of his official position it was 
perhaps a little difficult for the Minister to deal with his 
private interests as easily and with the same facility as 
one not in public office; and that perhaps Mr. Campbell 
fulfilled this role. 

Q You felt Mr. Campbell was a spokesman for Mr. Hooke? 

A I felt they were in close communication with each other. 

Q Did you feel that when Mr. Campbell said something it was 
in effect Mr. Hooke speaking? 

A Not always. 

Q But sometimes? 

A Yes. 

Q And you certainly got the message when he came to your home, 
and I believe it was a Sunday, was it? 

A A weekend. 

Q A weekend, and said words to the effect that "If you don?t 
handle or deal with this matter satisfactorily you can forget 
all about your annexation."? 

A I was never convinced that this message had come from Mr. 
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Hooke. 
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1-B-8 
G. C. Hamilton — Gill Ex. 



















Q But you were concerned that it might have? 
A I was very concerned that it might have. 
Q Because you felt that Mr. Hooke could in some way influence 


the decision of the Local Authorities Board? 

A I can only answer this way, rather unsatisfactorily I 
Suppose, that I was very sensitive to anything which I 
detected might possibly have an effect on the outcome of 
our annexation application, 

Q You weren't just sensitive, Mr. Hamilton, you were apprehen- 
Sive, were you not? 

A Yes. 


Q You felt you could not treat Mr. Hooke and the claim of 





Ideal Homes as the City of Edmonton would treat an ordinary 


claimant, isn’t that correct? 





A That is correct, for a number of reasons. 
Q Let's go through these reasons: what would you say the first 
one is, that Mr. Hooke was the Minister of Municipal Affairs, 


correct? 





A Yes. 


Q That Mr. Hooke was the head of a Department of Government 





having the closest dealings of the Province of Alberta with 
the City of Edmonton? 

Yess 

Now, there would be some other reasons in your mind? 

Ves 


Would you outline them, please? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


That it is, that officials of the Government, Cabinet 
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| 1-B-9 
Ga. C. . Hama l tonn —« Gil il Ex: 


A 































(Cont.) Ministers, are always somewhat restricted in the 
freedom they have to attend to their private affairs as these 
might involve City Hall. May I say that Mr. Hooke was not 
the only Minister of the Alberta Government that had dealings 
with City Hall. Other members of the Cabinet own their 
houses and properties in Edmonton, and when they wished to 
extend their garage or fix up their rumpus rooms they must 
apply for building permits the same as anybody else. 

Now, I feel that they are entitled to be handled a little 
more expeditiously by someone, even at the Commissioner level 
than a person not in that position because their appearance 
attracts attention, they are certainly very busy, and I 
believe they are entitled to have these routine matters 
looked after in a little more expeditious way than the 
ordinary citizen. 

They get special treatment? 

The matters are handled in a slightly different way, but 
they are subject to the same rules and regulations. 

But Mr. Hooke felt that Ideal Homes had a special peta 

He certainly felt that Ideal Homes had a claim against the 
City of Edmonton. 

But he wanted some type of special treatment, did he not, 
from the City of Edmonton? 

He felt that the City should accede to his request for a 
type of settlement which the City was not prepared to agree 
to. 


And you found it difficult to disassociate his position as 
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1-B-10 
G. C. Hamilton - Gill Ex. 


Q (Cont.) Minister of Municipal Affairs from that of an 


ordinary claimant? 

















A Yes. 

Q In fact impossible? 

A Yes 

Q Perr een ie alarmed? 

A I was concerned. 

Q I would refer, sir, to your testimony on page 3566 

yesterday, and about line 10, you say - 

A Yes, I used the word "alarmed". 

Q In fact you say in the second paragraph, can you find it, 

Mr. Hamilton? 

A I am looking at it. 

Q "In any case I took the thing home, this document that 
had been given to me, and read it, and as I read it 
over I became quite alarmed." 

That was the phrase you used? 

A Yes. 

Q And that described your feelings? 

A Yes, it did, at the bes 

Q Because of Mr. Hooke being Minister of Municipal Affairs 

and the claimant against the City of Edmonton? 

A Yes. 

Q And you felt that he might injure the City of Edmonton in 

some way if he was dissatisfied with his treatment? 

A I can only repeat, I think the answer I have already given, 


I believe that the word "injure" is too blunt. I felt that 
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1-B-11 
G. CC; Hantritton-= Gitt Ex: 

















A (Cont.) if the Minister was dissatisfied and discontented 
with the way in which the City of Edmonton had handled this 
Ideal Homes affair in which he had apparently a financial 
interest, that in many ways the relationship between the 
City and that Department would become a little bit more 


difficult, 





Q You were concerned about the relationship between the 


Minister of Municipal Affairs and the Department and the 

















City of Edmonton? 
A Yes. 
Q And that that relationship might probably deteriorate? 
A Yes. 
Q He was an important person? 
A Yes. 
Q Would you look at Exhibit 379, please, Mr. Hamilton? 
A Yes. 
Q Have you read it before today at all carefully, within the 
last few days? 
A No sir, I am sorry, I have not. 
Q I see, Would you turn to page 11, paragraph 3. I think it 
reads, and my copy is a very bad one: 
"A prominent Edmonton lawyer very familiar with the 
affairs of the City reviewed the whole case in detail 


in 1960, and at that time submitted to me a letter 
containing the following statement: 
"Generally an examination of the material would seem 


to indicate that your claim could be in the neighbor-= 
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1-B-12 

G. C. Hamilton = Gill Ex, 

Q (Cont.) hood of $125,000.00. °" 

This, incidently, was in reference to damages only? 
A Yes. 
Q Was that phrase or that paragraph or words to that effect 
in the document you saw on November 8th, 1962? 
A I don't believe so. 
Q I see. And would you turn to page 15 of Exhibit 379 where 
Mr. Hooke, as the author of this document, says in paragraph 
a 
"It is not my intention to take legal action against 
the City of Edmonton, and I am prepared to accept (1n 
full settlement a greatly compromised figure, one which 
can be readily justified by the City, and one which will 
entitle us to retire our debts and return our invest- 
ment.” 

Was that paragraph or words to that effect in the document 

of November 8th 1962? 

A I think that paragraph in that form was not in the November 
8th document, but there was a statement or implication to 
the effect that the hundred thousand dollars referred to 
therein was in fact less than might well have been asked. 

) Was there any indication on November 8th, 1962, in the 
document you saw that Mr, Hooke was not going to sue the 
City over this claim? 

A No, I don’t think there was any such statement in the 





document of November 8th. In fact, as I recall it, there was 


a statement to the effect that patience was running thin. 
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1-B-13 
G. C, Hamilton-=- Gi11 Ex, 








Q So that at that time you felt that the City could face actio 


in the Courts over this? 


A Yes. 

Q Do you have any access to a Council meeting of September 13t 
1965? 

A A meeting of the City Council? 

Q A meeting of the City Council, you would still be a 


Commissioner at that time? 
A Yes, yes, I would be a Commissioner and probably attended 
that meeting. 


Q Excuse me just one minute? 
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2-M-1 
Ge G.” Hantilton.— Gill Ex. 


















Q (Cont.) No, they are not in the courtroom at the moment, 
Sir, and I may have to examine you on that later. 
A All right. 


Q And I think we would do better to have the minute rather 





than go from your recollection, Now, what did you understan 
to be Mr. Hooke'ts association with Ideal Homes Ltd. during 


the period that this claim was before you? 

















A That Mr. Hooke ws a shareholder in Ideal Homes, 

Q In 1962, 1963 and 1964? 

A I felt he still had an interest in Ideal Homes. 

Q He acted as spokesman for the company? 

A Yes. 

Q And took, as you have related, an active interest in what 
was going to happen in this claim? 

A Yes, | 

Q Did it seem to affect him financially? 

A I am sure that the successful outcome of this matter was -- 
would be quite important to Mr. Hooke, 

QO Personally? 

A Personally. 

Q Having the interest that you gathered he had in Ideal Homes? 

A Vess 

Q Did he at any time tell you that he was no longer 
associated with Tab ats Hénes Ltd.? 

A I don't recall that he ever said that. rele, 

Q I see. In a return to the Legislature made by Mr. Hooke, 


in Exhibit 97 in these proceedings, there was -- ., Mr. Short 
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2—-M—2 
Goes, Hamilton... Gil] Ex. 














Q (Cont.) could you show this to the witness? I will just 
read to you what Mr. Hooke said on page 3. He said: 
"It is true that I was associated with Ideal Homes 
fromyJune.17th, 1950, to May 2nd, 1953, at which time 
I arranged that my interest, which amounted to an 
original investment of only $2,400.00, be taken over 
by the other members of the company. I remained on 
aS a director for a few more months, though holding 
no interest whatever." 
Now, that was not the impression you gained from Mr. Hooke 
while you were a City Commissioner? 
A No, sir, that was not the impression I gained. I gained 
a very distinct impression that Mr. Hooke had a rather 
important stake in the outcome of this Ideal Homes claim. 
Q On page 4 of this exhibit -- 
MR. SHORT: I'm sorry, I don't see it there, 
Q MR, GILL: Well, I will show you my copy, Mr. 
Hamilton, This was a return tabled in the Legislature, 
by Mr. Hooke, and it is an exhibit in these proceedings. 
On page 4 he Says: 
"During the winter of 1963-64, in conversation with 
the Honourable Mrs. Wilson, who was also a City 
Alderman, I told her of the history of this little 
company, following Patan She made Commissioner Hamilto 
acquainted with it." 
A Yes, I am looking at this exhibit. 
Q Mr. Hooke in his return to the Legislature, Exhibit 97, 
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2—M-3 
G. ©. Hamilton,— Gill Ex, 


Q (Cont. ) would be incorrect in his date: it would be the 
winter of 62, would it not? 

The winter of '62-63. 

Your diary date was November 8th? 

Les, 

Of 1962? 


1962. 


oOo Ff 2 SS ee 


Then, going on with Exhibit 97, at the top of page 5: 


"Commissioner Hamilton interested himself in the 





problem and discussed it fully with me," 
I think that is clear in your evidence, is it not? 
A Yes. 


Q "T explained to him that I severed my connections with 






the company nine years before, but that I was most 

familiar with the problems the company had encountered ||" 
Did Mr. Hooke tell you, Mr. Hamilton, that he had severed 
his connections with Ideal Homes Ltd.? 


A I always had the impression and, indeed, the underst anding 





that, whether as a shareholder or a creditor of that company, 
Mr. Hooke had a vital interest in the financial affairs of 


Ideal Homes, 





Q Thank you. Now, Mr. Hooke appeared before the Finance 





Committee of City Council when you were there? 
A Yes, 
Do you remember about when that would be? 
A I'm sorry, sir; this would be an easy matter to check the 


records on. May I say 1964 or 1965, perhaps? 
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2-M-4 
G. C. Hamilton - Gill Ex, 


Q I am just -- I’m not trying at all to test your memory 
unfairly. 

A August 19th, 1964. 

Q Mr. Commissioner, just to put this in chronological date, 


I have been showing the witness a report of the Land Sales 
Committee dated August 19th, 1964, with Alderman McClary 
chairman,and a number of the aldermen and Commissioner 
Hamilton, and it reads: 


"To the members of the City Council" --- 





and it states --- it deals with Ideal Homes exchange: 
"The Honourable A, J. Hooke was present representing 
Ideal Homes Ltd." 

I tender that as an exhibit. 


THE COMMISSIONER: Exhibit 385. 





LAND SALES COMMITTEE REPORT, 
AUGUST 19th, 1964, IS MARKED 
EXHIBIT 385. 
MR, CLUE: At this time, Mr. Commissioner, if 
I may just digress: I notice that in the list of 


exhibits of yesterday, at the front of the volume, there is 


marked as Exhibit 385 -- described as a brief, put in at 





page 3468. I would appreciate your direction for the 
record that that was not entered, and Exhibit 385 was 


cancelled by yourself. 


THE COMMISSIONER: Yes, 385, that was the --- what 
was -- ? 

MR. CLEMENT: Geis 737 9. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It was thought to be -- it was a 
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2-M-5 
GC, G, Hamilton. - Gill Ex. 






















THE COMMISSIONER: (Cont.) submission that had already gone in 
previously, and that was cancelled, and so this becomes 
Exhibit 385. 

MR. GILE: Thank you, sir. Mr. Hamilton, 


do you recall how many times Mr. Hooke would appear before 





either the Land Sales Committee or the Finance Committee, 
or City Council of the City of Edmonton, as a spokesman 
for Ideal Homes Ltd.? 

A I believe he appeared only once before the Finance Committee 
I see, and what about the Land Sales Committee? 

A If he appeared before the Land Sales Committee, I think 
that I was not present. I was never at a meeting of the 
Land Sales Committee at which Mr, Hooke was present. 


Q On August 19th, 1964, as appears from Exhibit 385, what was 





the general demeanor of Mr. Hooke before the meeting? 

A Well, Mr. Hooke was represented by his counsel Mr. Morrow. 
I think that Mr. Hooke did not feel particularly comfortable 
before the Committee. 

Q I. see, 


MR. MAYNARD: Mr. Commissioner, what meeting are 





we speaking of? The Land Sales Committee, now, or the 


Finance Committee? 


A I was referring to the Finance Committee meeting, sir. 
MR. MAYNARD: I thought there was some confusion. 
Q MR. GILL: The meeting of August. 19th, 1964 -- 


or around that period? 


A Yes, 
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2-M-6 
e, ©. Hamilton .=- Giliakhx 
- Bowen Ex, 














Q Well, you had met with Mr. Hooke by that time a number of 
times, personally? 

A Yes, 

Q Had he ever discussed with you that he faced bankruptcy or 
ruin, unless the City paid this claim? 

A He certainly indicated that he would be in a very difficult 
financial position. 

Well, what words were used, Mr. Hamilton? 

A Mr. Commissioner, my difficulty here is I don’t like to 
Say Mr. Hooke used words like "ruin" and "bankruptcy", 

I can't say that he did. 
Did he give that impression? 

A I got the impression that the -- a failure to resolve this 
matter at all would leave Mr. Hooke very close to insolvency 
And he would mention this on more than one occasion? 

A Yes, 

Q And this was the prime reason why he wanted the City of 
Edmonton to settle his claim? 

A Yes, 

OQ Subject to discussing that meeting with Council of 
September 13th, 1965, or in that period, I thank you, Mr. 
Hamilton. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Bowen? 

MR. BOWEN EXAMINES WITNESS: 

Q Thank you, sir. Mr. Hamilton, you recall telling us that 


Mr, Campbell came to your home on a weekend? 


A Yes, 
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2-M-7 
G. C. Hamilton — Bowen Ex, 

















Now, when was that in relation to, Say, November 8th, '62, 
My recollection is that it was well after the New Year, 
and probably in the month of February or perhaps March, 

Q And my memory is that you told us that in the interim 
period, not much was done with this whole matter? 


A No, 





It was more or less dormant from November to February? 

A Yes, because -- for at least one reason: Mr. Alan Macdonald 
and Commissioner Menzies were going over the contents of 
the thing with a fine tooth comb. 


Q Now, my note of your memory of Mr, Campbell's statement is 





this; 
"If you don’t deal with this matter satisfactorily 


you can forget about annexation," 





This was the gist of what you told us? 


A Yes, 


(2 


And when it says, "If you don’t ~~~ was it your understanding 
that that was if the City of Edmonton doesn't? 
Yes, 


He was speaking to you as a Commissioner of the City? 





Yes, 


Now, what did you say when he made this threat? 





I*m sure I didn't say very much. 
Were you Shocked? 
We brought that meeting to a very speedy conclusion. 


Were you shocked? 
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Not shocked: disappointed. 
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Did you protest at all that you wouldn't go along with 
being threatened like that? 

No. 

Did you phone Mr. Hooke and tell him? 

No. 

Why not? 

I don't know what purpose that would have served. 

Did you feel that this threat had come from Mr. Hooke? 
I. was not at all sure that it had. 

Did you feel that it had? 

I did not feel that it had come directly from Mr. Hooke, 

Did you think that Mr, Campbell was acting as a spokesman 
for Mr, Hooke in making this threat? 

I thought that Mr, Campbell was doing his best to effect 
the settlement of this matter, in which Mr, Hooke was 
involved, and perhaps was using language which Mr, Hooke 
would not have approved of. 

I gather, Mr. Hamilton, that this was the first time your 
fears were realized, shall we say, that this was right out 
on the barrelhead at this point; is that right? 

Well, this was a statement by Mr. Campbell -- or, I should 
say, a phrase by Mr. Campbell -- but I was never convinced 
that Mr. Hooke had any knowledge that Mr, Campbell was going 
to make such a statement. 

All right; but this had been a fear, or grounds for alarm 


ever Since you received the original communication from Mr. 


Hooke ? 
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Yes. 


Had it not? 




















It had been in my mind as a possibility. 
And all of a sudden your fears come to fuition and they 

are facing you; is that correct? 

Well, it was apparent to me that this wild thought that had 
entered my head as I read that document over on the evening 
of November 8th wasn’t such a wild one after all, 

Right, Did you have any idea at that time whether or not 
the annexation proceedings by the City could be stopped by 
anyone? 

I didn't know -- I simply didn't know. 

In any event, after that threat was made to you the City 
then proceeded to try and settle the Ideal Homes! situation, 
did they not? 

Yes, after a time. 


And was this done partly or in any way as a result of this 


threat? 
No sir; it was -- it was done because we all agreed that 
it would --- that the Ideal Homes’ situation was in an 


unsatisfactory unfinished condition so far as the principals 
of Ideal Homes and Mr. Hooke were concerned, and we should 
do what we could to try and wrap the matter up one way or 
another. 

I think you told us yesterday, though, Mr. Hamilton, that 


both Mr. Menzies! report and Mr, Macdonald's report -- 


Yes? 
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G. C. Hamilton ~- Bowen Ex, 

















Q -- indicated that Mr. Hooke and Ideal Homes had no real 
claim. 

A That is correct. 

Q I suggest to you, sir, that when the City proceeded to try 





and settle by zoning or payment or otherwise, the Ideal 
Homes’ situation, that this threat did have an effect on 
your thinking, 
A I simply can't either accept that or deny it; I don't know. 
Q Did you discuss this actual threat, the actual words, with 


the other Commissioners and the Mayor of Edmonton? 





A Yes. 


What was their reaction? 





Oh, we didn't feel that we should change our position in 


any way. This kind of comment by people who promote things 





and arrange things is not new to us by any means. 
Q Oh, quite. The fact that a minister of the Crown was 


involved was new, though, was it not? 


A Well, I’m not sure that a minister of the Crown was 
involved. 
Q All right. Now, then, in your discussions regarding this 





threat with your other Commissioners, including the Mayor, 
was Mr. Hooke’s name discussed? | 

A Please tell me that again, 

Q In your discussions with the other Commissioners, and the 
Mayor, concerning this threat by Mr. Campbell, was Mr. 


Hooke ’s name mentioned? 


A Yes. 
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G. C. Hamilton —- Bowen Ex. 



































0) In those discussions. 

A Yes, 

Q In what manner? 

A That we all assumed that there was --- there had been and 
probably still was some sort of business relationship 
between Mr. Hooke and Mr, Campbell. 

Q And was the fact that perhaps this threat had come indirectl 
from Mr. Hooke discussed? 

A I suppose the possibility was expressed. 

Q And there was concern shown, I suppose, by all the 
Commissioners and the Mayor? 

A Yes, there was. 

Q And was there any action initiated at that meeting to 
satisfy Ideal Homes’ complaint? 

A No, I don‘t think there was. 

Q Well, who took the position, who actually made the 
decision to try and settle Ideal Homes’ complaint? 

A I think I was more active in this than either of the other 


two Commissioners. Commissioner Menzies was, probably 
with good reason, completely satisfied that he had down 


the years dealt fairly with Ideal Homes. The matter was 





not one in which Commissioner Tweddle as Finance 
Commissioner would normally immerse himself. I was anxious 
to do what I could to reach some sort of a terminal point 
in this matter which left the officers of Ideal Homes and 
Mr. Hooke as satisfied as we could make them in the 


circumstances --— some Solution which would stand any degree 
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2-M-12 
G. C. Hamilton - Bowen Ex. 
- Crawford Ex. 















A (Cont.) of public scrutiny, and which was proper and 
correct in all its facets, and yet which offered some sort 
of relief to the officers of Ideal Homes. 

Q Relief which your Commissioner and your solicitor had said 


was not warranted? 


A That's right, 
Q Thank you. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Mr, Crawford? 


MR. CRAWFORD EXAMINES WITNESS: 





Q Mr. Hamilton, my memory of your evidence this morning is 
that you said that you saw Mr. Hooke on about six occasions, 
probably, over the period from 1962 to 1965. Do you 


remember that? 


A That is my best guess. 





Q I wasn't clear on whether this dealt with the general range 
of City/Province matters, or whether more than one occasion 
dealt with the question of Ideal Homes. Could you -- ? 

A When I was referring to these meetings I was trying to 


in 
count up mentally the number of meetings/which Mr. Hooke 





and I were alone, discussing the Ideal Homes! matter. 
Q And in the ordinary case -- or perhaps in all cases -- this 


would be in Mr. Hooke’s office? 


A In the ordinary case that would be so. 

Q On any of these occasions did the name of Mr. Campbell come 
up? 

A I’m sure it did. 

Q Can you say in what way? 
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2-M-13 
G. C. Hamilton - Crawford Ex. 


A No, I can'tt, Perhaps this is just a presumption on my 
part -- it was an understood thing, I believe, that Mr. 
Campbell and Mr. Hooke, had had associations. I can only 
say that I -- it would have been strange if at some points 


in these conversations the name of Mr. Campbell had not 





appeared, 

Q Mr. Campbell himself, though, didn’t attend any of these 
half a dozen meetings? 

A No, he did not. 


Q I know you cantt give evidence on assumptions, Mr. Hamilton, 





but perhaps we could explore your memory just a little bit. 
Could I ask you this: on any one of your half dozen meeting 
with Mr. Hooke, was there ever any discussion of anything 
that Mr. Campbell had already said to you? 

A No. 


Q Do you ever remember reporting to Mr. Hooke that Mr. 





Campbell had said so and so? 
A No. 


Q Do you ever remember him asking you or saying to you anythin 





that in his mind had originated with Mr. Campbell and he 
wanted to further explore with you? 

A Well, it may have been that in some of my conversations with 
Mr. Hooke in discussing proposed rezoning applications for 
Lots 3 and 4 in northwest Edmonton, perhaps in those 
discussions with Mr. Hooke there would be reference made to 
suggestions that had originated with Mr, Campbell, regarding 


the type of rezoning that ought to be applied for. I think 
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2-M-14 
G. C. Hamilton - Crawford Ex. 
- Wright Ex. 

A (Cont.) perhaps that. kind of reference was made. 

Q Did Mr. Hooke ever rather leave matters over for further 
discussion with Mr. Campbell and yourself -- in other words, 
did he ever say té you, “Well, you can take that up with 
Campbell," or anything like that? 

A I don't think so. 

Q Did he ever say that Mr. Campbell would be in a position 
on any specific occasion to see you again with his 
authority? 

A No. 

Q Did you know Mr. Campbell's position technically with the 
company at this time -- whether as president, manager, or 
otherwise? 

A No, I did not know. 

Q Thank you, Mr. Hamilton. That'*s all my questions, Mr. 
Commissioner, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Wright? 

MR. WRIGHT EXAMINES WITNESS: 





Q Concerning the swap which was attempted with the Buena 





Vista property -- 

A Yes? 

Q -- Mr. Hamilton, there is no report in the exhibits we have 
looked at that this was in effect conditional on a rezoning 


of the Buena Vista property, is there? 
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2-P-1 
G.C. Hamilton - Wright Ex. 


















A I am surprised as I look over the Exhibit 101, the 
Commissionerst Report Addendum, April 27th, 1964 that there 
is apparently no reference to the requirement of a rezoning. 
As a matter of fact I am the one who actually penned that 
report. 

It should have been in there, really? 

It was certainly one of the conditions. 

Yes, it was part of the proposed deal? 

Yes. 

This is unusual? 

Yes: 

But this was an extremely unusual case was it not? 


Yes. 





De PP Oy PP tO Oe COURS CC 


And the only similar sort of case, at least, there has been 


no similar sort of case during your experience? 


> 


No. 
Q And it was Mr. Hooke, along with Mr. Campbell, was trying to 


resolve the differences with the City in this as in any other 





acceptable manner? 





A Yes. 

Q And he met with you, considering how busy he was, an 
unusually large number of times personally did he not? For 
a single matter that is? 

A Well, it was unusual. 
Yes, and he telephoned you even more times? 

A Yes, there were a number of telephone calls but by no means 


as many telephone calls as I have received on certain other 
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G. C. Hamilton - Wright Ex. 
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(cont. ) development matters. 






















Yes, but you finally can tell other people who are bothering 
you unjustifiably to go away, cantt you, in effect? 

Yes, in effect. 

You couldn't tell that to Mr. Hooke, obviously? 

Well I didn't. 

Yes. Well you couldn't really, seeing he was a Minister, 
could you? 

I felt that it was not my place nor would it have been 
proper for the most junia Commissioner of the City to have 
been the one to trigger any sort of personal break. 

Exactly, so that you were in effect forced to try to resolve 
it somehow if you could, fairly do so? 

Yes. 

And the one overriding factor that forced you to this 
position was the fact that he was the Minister, not only a 
Minister but the Minister of Municipal Affairs? 

Yes. 

And Mr. Hooke made no attempt or did he make any attempt to 
try and relieve you of that dilemma by getting someone else 
to deal wholly with you on the matter? 

No, there was no attempt to have a third person representing 
Ideal Homes or Mr. Hooke brought into this. I never 
objected to these meetings and I was very conscious of the 
fact that the Minister's working week was fully taken up with 
official duties. 


Yes, of course and so you accommodated him by going around to 
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2-P-3 
G. C. Hamilton - Wright Ex. 


tO 


Oo FS fC > 
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THE 


MR. 
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MR. 


THE 





(cont. ) his office rather than the more usual case of a 
private citizen going to you? 

Yes. 

This I think is part of what you fairly said about the 
position in general? 

Yes. 

Of public figures who have to deal with their own private 
matters? 

Yes. 

An illustration to you is their own houses? 

Yes. 


Can you give illustrations of other Ministers than -- 


CLEMENT: on -- 

WRIGHT: I don't want any names. 

CLEMENT: -- how far are we going to go? 
COMMISSIONER: Now, what was the question? 
WRIGHT: I don't want any names My Lord but 


other Ministers dealing in this sort of way, with you about 
their business affairs in this City? 

COMMISSIONER: I dontt think that particular 
names are relevant. I think it is sufficient that he has 
indicated other Ministers, I don't think -- 

WRIGHT : That is precisely what I was suggest- 
ing. I wasn't wanting names, I just wanted to ask the 
question to test how unusual this transaction was. 

COMMISSIONER: Yes, I don't think it is desirable 


or necessary that you should give the names of the Ministers. 
SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





soe 

























6 to seso Isveu otom oft nedy toase4 solQio aid aan 

| Tuoy oF gntog nesitio ejsving 

| -aoY 

edt guods bise yvitiat voy tedw to dasq et Anidgd I eiAT 

| TIs1teney ai aoktlaoq 

) .asY OA 
| esaviaq nwo thedt Atiw Iseb oF oved ofw sonuytt oifduq TO 
| Te1sttem 

.8e0Y A 

Sasevod nwo tied? at uoy oF aoktaiteuvlit oA Q 

.seY A 

| aes etetetatM tendto to enolssitzewiIi svig voy mI Q 

-- AO :THAMSIO AM 

.eemsn yos gnaw t'ao0b I >THOIAW .AM | P 


| Sop of patog ow ots WT wo -- | :TUIMIID .AM 

) 

. aoitesup ofd asw sardw wor :AMAVOTESIMMOD BHT 
gud biol 4M aemen yas Sosew I*nob I :THDIAW .AM 


ee 


guods woy dtiw .yew to t10a eidd at gatiseb etetetnaimM a9djo 
SystD atdd of etistis eaeoniand “kons 

astvuotdstsq seadd doidd J*nob I :ASMOTREIMMOD BHT 

sel od todd dnstotvwe ef Jf anknd YT Snaveles eis ae 

-~ dntds 3'nob I rennet D 

asw I Jacdw ‘a bi 


3622 





2-P-4 
G. C. Hamilton - Wright Ex. 























MR. WRIGHT: Yes. 

Q MR. WRIGHT: Can you remember the question? 
A Yes. 

Q Yes? 

A During the four and a half years that I was in my City 


Commissioner's office, more than one Minister resident in 
Alberta, -- in Edmonton, sought to obtain a building permit 
to extend or improve his house. One I think was going to 
either build a new garage or improve it in some fashion and 
in general terms -- let me correct this, in every case these 
Ministers were anxious that they be punctuliously correct 


in their procedures in dealing with City Hall. 





Q MR. WRIGHT: Yes, I wasntt talking about houses, 
this is inevitable, I was talking about business interests 
and business premises and this sort of thing? 

A No, I had no other dealings with any of the other Cabinet 
Ministers on that kind of transaction. 


Q Certainly any other such dealings you had were in quite a 





different context and on quite a different plane than the 
dealings with Mr. Hooke? 
A Yes. 


At the time that Mr. Campbell came to see you, had the 


tO 





membership of the Local Authorities Board been announced? 
I think so. 
But not at the time you received that first communication? 


I dontt know. 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


The annexation proceedings had been commenced though when Mr. 
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2-P-5 
G. C. Hamilton - Wright Ex, 

















Q (cont. ) Campbell saw you at your house? 
A No, they had not. 
Q And if you had antenna out, as you have told us, they were 





certainly dented after that meeting, from the signal you had 











received? Whatever it meant is for us to decide, perhaps. 

A Yes. 

Q Now, did you at anytime confront Mr. Hooke with this matter 
that had been told you by Mr. Campbell? 

A No. 

Q But you were I imagine, extremely disturbed about it? 

A Yes didnt ttitike 46t @ im fact. 1 “quite’reserntved Mts 

Q Yes and what did you do with that statement that you got from 
Mrs. Wilson? 

A There were some Xerox copies made of it as working copies 
for Mr, Macdonald and Mr. Menzies. For a long time I kept 
the original in my desk. 

Yes, did you give it or a copy of it to the Premier? 

A Yes. 

Q Yes, you felt you had to complain about this course of 
conduct by Mr. Hooke to the Premier, did you? 

A I felt he should know about the existence of this document. 

Q Very good, and when was that? 

A Shortly before I left the City. 

Q So, that is where your copy of it went to? 

A I guess so, I turned over every single piece of paper that 


I thought relevant to this whole matter in one envelope at 


that time. 
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2-P-6 
G. C. Hamilton — Wright Ex. 


Q Yes, and what was the Premier's reaction? 

A I can't say that I felt he was glad to receive this. He is 
aman of great integrity and fairness. I am sure that he 
looked it over carefully. 

Q Yes, and was there any follow-up communication to the City 

about it? 

Not that I know of. 

And no remarks made by him at the time? 


No. 


coco Fr OO PF 


Was there ever a disavowal to the -- of course, I am not 
saying that there is any evidence that Mr. Hooke knew of 


that implied threat or explicit threat I suppose, conveyed 





by Mr. Campbell, but nevertheless I will ask you, was there 
any disavowal ever from Mr. Hooke of any such threat? 
A No there was not and I think we have already made it clear 


that I never communicated in any way to Mr. Hooke that Mr. 





Campbell had made this unfortunate statement to me. 
Why did you complain to the Premier? 

A I think -- I had and I have the very greatest respect for 
Mr. Manning. His integrity, his devotion to truly high 


principles. It seems to me that the transmittal of that 





particular document in that fashion, to me, was a kind of 





irregularity. JI trusted Mr. Manning’s -= I trusted Mr, 
Manning so completely that I felt that the thing should be 
turned over to him, 

Q On these occasions when you went to see Mr. Hooke was this as 


a result of Mr, Hooke asking you to come and see him? 
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2-P=-7 
G. C. Hamilton —- Wright Ex. 


A Generally, yes. Usually he would or, his secretary might 
telephone me and wonder if it would be convenient for us to 
find some time for a meeting and I think I always volunteered 
to go to Mr. Hooke'’ts office. 

Q Yes, you have told us that other people were after you too 
frequently, for all sorts of things and if someone else had 


been after you as frequently as Mr. Hooke would you not have 





thought that they were perhaps bugging you? 

A No, I don't think so. This was a matter which, from Mr. 
Hooke's point of view remained unsatisfactorily resolved. 
It was not resolved in his mind, it was dragging on, it 
seemed that he had a major concern about the possible 
financial settlement at the end of all this and so it was on 
his mind so long as it was unresolved. 


Q At the meeting of the Finance Committee was Mr. Hooke'’ts 





conduct unusual in any way? 

A I don't recall it as being unusual, sir. 

0 Was his conduct -- I am just talking about his actual 
conduct, I am not talking about the whole transaction, 


unusual ever in his meetings with you? 








A No. Mr. Hooke was concerned about this matter and we were 
earnestly seeking some solution which would be acceptable to 
his group and justified from the point of view of the City. 
No extremes of emotion visible at any times? 

A No. Fatigue sometimes. 

Q It was plain was it not from your conversations with Mr. 


Campbell that he was in frequent touch with Mr. Hooke? 
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2-P—8 
G. C. Hamilton - Wright Ex. 
- Maynard Ex. 

A I was under that impression. 

Q My last question then is, looking back, was it not plain to 
you Mr. Hamilton that if Mr. Hooke had not been Minister of 
Municipal Affairs this matter would have been much less 
important? 

A That is correct. 

Q And you would have been able to handle it much more 
comfortably? 

A Yes: eh Aa 23 A... 

Q You, are the Vice-President of Mannix Corporation? 

A One of three Vice-Presidents. 

Q Thank you. 

THE COMMISS TONER: Mr. Maynard. 


MR. MAYNARD EXAMINES THE WITNESS: 


SC Re 


0) Mr, Hamilton, let us take a simple matter first. The 
rezoning of this area facing 127th Street in the Calder 
area -= 

A Yes. 

Q I think you indicated that had been rezoned to R5? 

MR. CLEMENT: LT am sorry Mr. Maynard, I thought it 
was Mr. Menzies had said that and I put it to Mr. Hamilton 
as evidence given by Mr. Menzies. 

MR. MAYNARD: Yes and Mr. Hamilton confirmed -- 
I believe that to be correct sir without having checked the 
documents. 

THE COMMISSTONER: I dontt think Mr. Hamilton specified 
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2-P-9 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex, 


THE COMMISSIONER: (cont. ) it by the actual letter but he 


indicated it had been raised. 





Q MR. MAYNARD: Yes, you dontft know whether it was 
raised to R5 -- well, if you haven't the knowledge, this is 
fine? 

A I could find out quickly sir but, I do not have that 
knowledge. 

Q We can get it from another witness. 

MR. CLEMENT: Mr. Rodgers can confirm it for him, 


if you wish, he is here. 
Q MR. MAYNARD: No, if Mr. Hamilton had the 


information, that is fine, I wouldn*t question it otherwise, 





I will wait till Mr. Rodgers or someone who has the 


information comes forward. 





Now Mr. Hamilton, insofar as your personal knowledge of 
Ideal Homes is concerned and everything that transpired 
before you became City Commissioner, you obtained it only 
from going through the files and through discussions with 


other City Commissioners and Mr. Campbell and Mr. Hooke? 








A Yes. 

Q You had no personal knowledge of anything that transpired 
before? 

A IT had no knowledge whatsoever. 

Q You had no personal knowledge of any negotiations that had 


taken place with Commissioner Menzies except what he has 
related to you? 


A I think the first time I ever saw or heard of the words Ideal 
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G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 
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(cont.) Homes was on November 8th, 1962. 
And you left the City when? 

In 1966. 

Now, you told Mr. Wright just a moment ago that just a short 
while before leaving the City you transmitted to Mr. Manning- 
Yes. 

-- the Premier -- 

Yes’. 

-- the copy of the document that Mrs. Wilson had given to 
you. Do you remember when this took place? 

I am sure I could find it out from my diary sir but I would 
say it was in the spring, perhaps the early spring of 1966. 
Was the Session still on at the time? 

I believe it was. 

And why would you wait till 1966 to give to Premier Manning 

a document you had received in 1962? 

I was simply disposing of all the written material that was 
in my possession. I must confess that I felt from the day 

I received that document that it represented sort of an 
irregularity at least in the terms of the manner in which it 
was delivered to me and, it may have been a great impertinenc 
that I did to the Premier but I had learned to trust him 
completely and I could think of no better way of disposing 

of this piece of paper. 

But this was 1966. You were very much concerned when you 
received the document in November of 1962? 


Yes sir. 
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2-P-11 
G.C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 
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You were so much concerned as a matter of fact Mr. Hamilton 
that you called in the other Commissioners and Mr. Macdonald 
and you went to see Mayor Roper? 

Yes. 

And you discussed this document with Mayor Roper? 

Yesu 

Well now, why not at that time deliver the document to 
Premier Manning? 

One of the possible courses of action which we discussed and 
discussed it in detail was to do that very thing. We didn't 
know that afternoon in Mayor Roper’s house whether we were 
looking at something that could almost be called blackmail 
or not. 

We discussed all wmrts of possibilities and meanings and 
nuances that might surround the delivery of that document to 
me, This is unusual, we think of these things, it is our 
job to think of all these possibilities. We decided not to 
follow that course of action, namely, not to take this 
document to the Premier or make him aware of the matter. 

So the possibility of delivering it to the Premier at that 
time was discussed? 

Yes it was. 

By all concerned? 

Yes. 

But no mention had been made of this before by the other 


witnesses? 


Perhaps not. 
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2-P-12 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 

























Q You did not read the evidence given by Commissioner Menzies 
or Mr. Macdonald? 

A No. 

Q Mr. Hamilton, what else did you discuss with Premier 
Manning on this occasion relating to Mr. Hooke? 

A I guess that what I said, what I told the Premier was that 
right or wrong there was a thought in my mind that this 
document did represmt or could possibly represent some kind 
of an irregularity and I was in no position to judge whether 
it did or did not and I simply gave it to the Premier for him 
to do with it as he pleased. 

Q Yes and my question related to other matters discussed with 
Premier Manning at the time? 

A I don't think we discussed any other matters. In fact I 


don't recall any other matters. 





Q Did you advise Mr. Manning that there was a considerable 





amount of taxes owing on Ideal Homes property? 
A IT dontt recall that sir. This question of the taxes owing, 
of course, came up in Council, in the City Council. 


I am referring to a discussion with Premier Manning? 





A I don't recall. 

Q Did you discuss with Premier Manning that Mr. Hooke had 
obtained a loan from Dr. Allard or Mr. Hawrelak,you did not 
know which, either a loan or a gift in the amount of 
$45,000.00 to pay taxes to the City? 


A No sir, I am sure I never specified either of those 


gentlemen. 
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2-P-13 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 
Q Did you specify the amount? 


A No I dontt think I did. 


















Q Did you discuss the matter with Premier Manning? You say you 
never specified either of these gentlemen, you never 
specified the amount, did you mention the question of taxes 
owing generally on Ideal Homes? 

A I felt that Mr. Hooke was maybe under some sort of financial 
pressure. JI do recall this matter was discussed, you have 
reminded me of it, I did not recdl it when you first asked 
the question. 

Q And you discussed with Premier Manning the financial 
pressure that Mr. Hooke was under? 

A I thought that there was a possibility that he was under 


some financial pressure. 


Q Now, why would you discuss this with Premier Manning? 
A Because I didn't want to discuss it with anybody else. 
Q What was the concern about advising Premier Manning that Mr. 


Hooke was under financial pressure? 

A Because I thought it was a dangerous thing for a Minister of 
the Crown to be under financial pressure and thus be, perhaps 
in a position where pressure could be applied on him. 

Q To the extent of having to accept money from outside sources 


for the purpose of paying his taxes to the City? 


A I simply didn't know. 
Q You did not know? 
A I did not. 
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2-P-14 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex, 














Q But you felt it was serious enough to acquaint the Premier 
with the possibility? 

A Mr. Hooke had indicated to me that he owed the bank a great 
deal of money at one point and that this was a cause of 
great concern to him. 

Q As a matter of fact, following your discussion with Premier 
Manning and, with reference to the amount of taxes owing 
by Ideal Homes and the $45,000.00 that was supposed to be 
obtained by Mr. Hooke for the purpose of paying these taxes, 
did you receive a phone call from Mr. Hooke? 


A Stating that the taxes were paid? 





Q Advising you that you could easily check with the bank where 
the monies had come for the purpose of paying these taxes? 

A I don't remember that. 

Q You dontt recall that phone call? 

A No I do not. 

Q And is your statement under oath Mr, Hamilton that you never 


mentioned Mr. Hawrelak*s name or Dr. Allard’*s name to the 


Premier in connection with taxes owing by Mr. Hooke and Ideal 





Homes or by Ideal Homes? 
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2-B-1 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


> 


I do not remember mentioning any names. 

Q And it is your statement under oath that you do not 
remember telling the Premier that Ideal Homes owed the City 
$45,000.00? 

I may have told him hist but this was public knowledge. 
You may have told him? 


I may have, yes. 


Cr = CF 


Well, if it was public knowledge why would you tell the 
Premier? 

A You suggest that I told the Premier, I don't remember 
whether I did or not. 

I am asking you if you did? 

I don’t remember. 


You donft remember? 





No. 


tO > tC > tO 


There is a possibility that you might have told the Premier 
that? 

A Yes. 

Q And, of course, if you don’t remember you donft remember why 
you would tell the Premier this? 


A I was concerned that the Premier should be made aware of 





what was in my mind, which was this: that both because of 
my direct conversations with Mr. Hooke and for all the 
reasons that are associated with Ideal Homes I felt that he 
might be in such a financial position that he might be 
susceptible to pressure applied by special interests on him. 


Now, if I mentioned as an illustration or supporting state- 
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2-B=-2 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


A (Cont.) ment that this company, Ideal Homes, owed a lot of 
back taxes to the City, this would be simply to illustrate 
my, or support my thought, that this might be the case. 

Q Did you tell Premier Manning that Mr. Hooke was associated in 


business ventures with the ex-Mayor Hawrelak and Dr. Allard? 

















A No, I did not tell him that. 

Q Did you discuss the matter with him? 

A I do not think so. 

Q You are not sure? 

A I don’t think we did, no. 

Q How long were you with the Premier that afternoon? 

A Fifteen, twenty minutes, as I recall, perhaps it was longer. 

Q Your appointment was for three thirty? 

A Yes. 

Q Would from three thirty to quarter to five be about correct, 
Mr. Hamilton? 

A I wouldn't have thought it that long, I thought, my recollec- 
tion was that we had a short meeting, 

Q Did you discuss with Premier Manning at this time the 
Provincial Planning Board and Mr. Hooke’s possible influence 
on the decisions of the Provincial Planning Board? 

A Yes, I believe so. 

Q Now, why would you mention this to Premier Manning? 

A The whole purpose of this meeting which I requested with 


Premier Manning was to convey to the man who I trusted 
completely some thoughts that I could not get out of my mind; 


and these were that I had good reason to think that the 
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2=-B-3 
G. C. Hamilton = Maynard Ex. 


A (Cont.) Minister of Municipal Affairs, Mr. Hooke, was indeed 
in financial difficulty perhaps, or at least had some 
financial obligations which may be pressing, and which thus 
put him in a position where he could not be as objective in 
all his dealings as he might like to be. This was a 
thought, a possibility, so I went and unburdened myself of 


these thoughts. 











Q And this was in April 1966? 

A I beliéve so. 

Q Did you discuss with Premier Manning rumors that were 
circulating throughout the City concerning Mr. Hooke? 

A Yes. 

Q Rumors such as what? 

A That perhaps he was in some financial difficulty. 

Q Is that the only one? 

A It’ is all that I:can recall, sir. 

Q You don't recall any discussion with the Premier concerning 
rumors relating to Mr. Hooke’s alleged connections with 
Dr. Allard or Mr., or the ex=-Mayor, Mr. Hawrelak? 

A I believe that I mentioned that this was, these were typical 
of the type of rumors which were going around the City. 

Q Exactly, and you mentioned this to the Premier? 

A Yes, I am sure I did. 

Q But you did not mention them as being fact coming from your- 
self? 

A Oh, no, no, I did not, and I made it very plain as I thanked 


the Premier for taking the time to see me that I was going to 
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Hamilton = Maynard Ex. 


(Cont.) him perhaps in a manner that he would consider 
impertinent, but to tell him something that was in my mind, 
a train of thought which I could not erase, and which I 
felt I should pass on to him, right or wrong. 

And these rumors that you referred to the Premier, I will 
put it in this way now, was one of the rumors that you 
mentioned to the Premier the fact that there was a rumor 


circulating that Dr. Allard or Mr, Hawrelak had advanced 





money to Mr. Hooke to pay his taxes on Ideal Homes, the taxes 
on Ideal Homes? 

Mr. Maynard, I myself heard that rumor more than once, I do 
not think I mentioned that to the Premier. 

And did you discuss with the Premier on this occasion 
proposed amendments to The Planning Act, The City Act and 

The Tax Recovery Act? 

Yes, I think so. 

Yes. Now, we had some discussion yesterday Mr. Hamilton, wit 
Mr. Macdonald concerning moral obligations and legal obliga- 
tions of the City. Was it 1966 that you went to England to 
discuss power plant affairs with some concern in England? 

No, it must have been prior to that time, sir. 

How long prior? 

The only discussion I ever had concerning a power plant was 
not in England at all, but at the time I accompanied Mayor 
Hawrelak in May of 1964 to Zurich, Switzerland, to the 


Brown Boveri people. I doubt if this is the reference you 


had in mind. 
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G. C. Hamilton = Maynard Ex. 


Q No, I am referring, and I am just looking for a copy of the 


document to refresh your memory, to discussions you had in 





England, in London, with Douglas J. Stitt? 
A Oh, yes, yes, this was concerning the procurement by the 
City of some English buses. 


Q I am sorry, it was my mistake, I said electric plant, it was 








buses? 

A Les. 

Q Yes, when were you in England on this occasion for this 
purpose? 


A Well, perhaps if you would tell me I will confirm it. 
Q Well, I have correspondence here relating to May and April 


and March of 1966, 





A Then you are correct, I was no doubt in England in early 
1966. 

Q You would have no knowledge of this document. 

MR. GILL: What document is that, Mr. Maynard? 

Q MR. MAYNARD: IT am referring you to, I am referring 
to you a photostatic copy of a letter dated May 4th 1966 





addressed to the City Clerk; do you have knowledge of this 


letter? 





A I have knowledge of the matter. This was a letter I guess 
from Mr. Douglas Stitt, was it? 

Yes. Have you ever seen this letter on the City files? 
The letter from Mr. Stitt that you have just shown me? 


ca) 


Yes? 


8 Sn 


I donft recall that I did, sir. I would not be in City Hall 
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2-B-6 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 




















A (Cont.) on 4th May 19606. 

Q But after May 4th 19667 

A I think I have not seen this letter until now. 

Q Fine. When did you leave City Hall? 

A April 1966. 

Q I show you then a letter dated April 13th 1966 from yourself 
to Douglas J. Stitt; do you recall this one? 

A Yes. 

Q May I have this one marked, Mr. Commissioner? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Exhibit 386. 

LETTER, HAMILTON TO STITT, 
APRIL 13th, 1966, MARKED 
EXHIBIT 386. 

Q MR. MAYNARD: And this letter, Exhibit 386, was 
written as a result of a letter, was a follow-up letter to 
you dated March 15th 1966, also from Mr. Stitt; can you 
identify this one? 

A Yeswsirjotpreceived thiswletter: 

Q Can I have this one marked? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes, Exhibit 387. 

LETTER, STITT TO; HAMILTON, 
MARCH 15th, 1966, MARKED 
EXHIBIT 387. 
Q MR. MAYNARD: Now, Mr. Hamilton, could you tell us the 








nature of the arrangements that you made in England concern- 
ing these buses in 1966? 

A Yes. Very briefly, we had decided to ask the Daimler Bus 
Company to develop a new type of bus for us. We handed them 


the specifications and instructed them to build three 
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2-B-7 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


A (Cont.) prototype models. This was to be a new model of bus, 
and these are the type that one can see on the streets of 
Edmonton, The completion of these prototypes was much slower 
than we had anticipated, and it became necessary for us to 
consider where we would place a production order for some 
twenty-five buses that were needed for the fleet. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr, Maynard, I don't see the relevance 
of this. Is it a matter of credibility? 

MR. MAYNARD: No, no, the nature of the discussions 
themselves are not important. I have referred to a letter 
that will be submitted on the question of the arrangements 
that were made by Mr. Hamilton with the firm in London; and 
we heard yesterday, Mr. Commissioner, from Mr. Macdonald, 
that the City would not honor any, or would not consider 
itself legally or morally obligated in respect of any 


arrangements made by any Commissioner involving the City. 


THE COMMISSTONER: And this is relevant to that? 

MR. MAYNARD: This is relevant to this. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right, go ahead, I couldn’t see the 
connection. 

Q MR. MAYNARD: As to the actual transactions, they are 


not important, but the next question that comes into play 
is the arrangements that Mr. Hamilton made involving the 
City of Edmonton in connection with these buses? 

A Briefly then, sir, there were delays which were becoming 
embarrassing to us about the delivery of these Daimler buses, 


and I went over to see what was causing the delays and to see 
SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





eroe - ee 







"| as 





| | 
oad breniysM - aotiimet .2 


laud to Lebom wen « od oF BBW eid? .alebom Sqysos07q (.dn09) 





. $0 ntestte edt no 9a ns9 ofo Jaey SQy? add ote coves bas 


mewole doum sew Beqyiotog seeiy Yo moktelqmoo oT . co 9aombS 


| od au 107 YIsaascen om~ved Jt bis .beteqtotsns bel ew sds 
. emoe t02 1bi10 notsoubo1q s 996tg Bivew ow ersiw tebianos 
' 


geeft edd to? beboot otew dads soaud ovit-ysiaews 


: 
: 


| sonaveles efit 908 o'nob I |. brenyet . a8 :AAMOTESIMMOD BHT 


Sysilidtbets to WIeem 6 +t al .aid? To 


= 
a, 


anciaeucaib eft to orden edt om Yor rGAAMYAM .3M 1s 


settol a ot bet1tetes evan ft .dnadtogmi son 916 asvisameds 


” a ol 


. atasmepaa tis edd to aotteoup edd nto baatimdue od ILiw tans | 
| bas :mobnol ak mit eas ditiw ootiiweH .4M yd ebsm stew geno 
~bisnobosaM .1M mort rscolsetamo) .aM ,ysbrosacy bisen ow 
| nebtanoo som biuow 10 .yas ‘toned son binow yvsid eds jada ; 
yns to Jtooqae1 ni botapiido ¥iisiom to yllsgel toast 
.¥dt9 old gnivioval asnoiseaimmo) Yaa Yd Sbam adnomegas Ts Nis 

| Tt+edd of sasvete1 ak atdy bak :AIVOTSEIMMOD FHT 

eins ot tnsvelot ai abd? , {GHAVYAM . AM 

.bseds og , tigi TA :AavOL22TMMO9 SHE 


eit see s'abisoo I 


.noltoennes 


e's yous ,anolvosens13 favtos ont of @A  sQ@SAMYAM .AM 
a i 
| yslq otal somoo tad’ noidseup oxen dud ud fhe “F ity ae 


‘ta 


‘ot tm ee 


_ 
i eee oa 
7 











3640 

2-B-8 

G. C. Hamilton = Maynard Ex. 

A (Cont.) what could be done to expedite the manufacture and 
delivery of them. 

Q Yes, and what arrangements did you make on behalf of the 
City of Edmonton? 

A I, through the agency of Alberta House contacted a Mr. 
Douglas J. Stitt, who was recommended to me as being a man 
who would be knowledgeable in these matters and a good 


expediter, and I asked him to help us. 








Q And what were your arrangements with the firm? 

A With Mr. Stitt, sir? 

Q Yes, on behalf of the City? 

A That he would be reimbursed for his expenses and to be paid 
a fee for his time. I don't believe his rate of remuneration 
was ever stated by him, but for anything that he did for us 
in the matter of expediting these Daimler buses. 

Q Did you have authority from the City Council to commit the 
City to these arrangements? 

A No, I did not; I discussed it with the City Commissioners, 
however. 

Q Did you ever have any discussion with Commissioner Menzies 


about this arrangement after you left the City? 

A I think I did. 

Q I show you a letter that was written on May 30th 1966 from 
Mr. Menzies, Commissioner Menzies, to Douglas J. Stitt; would 
you read this and ascertain if this brings back memories of 
your discussions? 


A It is the first time I have seen the letter, sir. 
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3641 
Hamilton ~ Maynard Ex. 


The first time you have seen the letter, but what about the 
contents of the letter, did you have discussions with Mr., 
with Commissioner Menzies concerning the undertaking you had 
given on behalf of the City to Douglas J. Stitt? 

Yes, yes, I thought that I, I distinctly recall discussions 
with Commissioner Menzies on this point. 

And did Mr. Commissioner Menzies, was Commissioner Menzies or 
the City prepared to accept your commitment? 

I thought so. 

Now, this letter here indicates, I will read the first 
paragraph: 

"We are replying to your letter of 23rd May, 1966, 
addressed to the writer and we note that you have duly 
received our cable of May 9th reading: 

*Payment forthcoming discontinue further inspections 
letter to follow. '* 
The purpose of this letter is to confirm that the 

Municipal Corporation of The City of Edmonton does not 
intend to retain your services as agent of the City 
either in conjunction with the contract with Daimler 
Transport Vehicles nor for other merchandise that it may 
purchase. 

Please be assured that this is not intended as a 
reflection upon your abilities. This Corporation does 
not make a practice of entering into agency agreements 
and if such are to be considered we require our Law 


Department to prepare clear and specific terms of 
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2-B-10 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


Q (Cont.) reference." 

















This relates to some extent to discussions you had with 


Commissioner Menzies? 














A Yes. 

Q And the City, as a matter of fact, paid Douglas J. Stitt 
for the commitments you had made ohits you were in England? 

A Yes, I believe they did. 

Q Well, the letter indicates "payment forthcoming"? 

A Yes. 

Q Yes? 

A I am satisfied that payment should have been made to Mr. 
Stitt and no doubt was. 

Q Yes, and this payment was made in spite of the fact, Mr. 
Hamilton, that you had no authority while in England to bind 
the City to any kind of a contract? 

A Correct. 

Q Mr. Commissioner, I have read the contents of the letter of 
May 30th 1966 from Mr. Menzies to Douglas J. Stitt except 
the last paragraph. If my friends wish I shall file it as 
an Exhibit. 

MR. GILL: I don't particularly want it in, Mr. 
Maynard has referred to it. 

MR. MAYNARD: The contents are in the record. 

Q MR. MAYNARD: Now, Mr. Hamilton, you are familiar with 
the Fort McMurray Land Development Limited? 

A Yes. 

Q You were a Shareholder of this company? 
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2-B-11 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 
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Yes. 
Also a Director? 


Yes. 








And you were the second majority shareholder? 
At one point in time, yes. 

At one time, yes? 

Jes. 

And you disposed of your interest in this company in December 
1966 to Mr. Weber? 

Yes. 

You recall the date in particular? 

Yes. 

It is a matter of record? 

Yes. 

Now, did you, the company was incorporated on the 17th of 
December 1962? 

Mes. 

And you were a City Commissioner at the time? 

Yes. 

What was your role in this company? 

I would give such advice as I could about the development of 
a plan of Fort McMurray since I had some qualifications as 
a planner; and I regarded it as an opportunity for a small 
investment. 

And, of course, the company was endeavouring to obtain land 


in Fort McMurray? 


Yes. 
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2-B-12 

G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 

Q It actually obtained land in Fort McMurray? 

A Yes: 

Q And the main shareholder of the company was Frank O'Sullivan? 
A Yes. 

Q A contractor involved in the construction of at least part 


of the Great Canadian Oil Sands plant in Fort McMurray? 





A Yes, I believe that is correct. 

Q And as such, of course, Mr. O'Sullivan would have knowledge 
as to what was going on in the area? 

A Lesa 

Q In your discussions with the Town of McMurray, did you have 
any discussions with the officials of the Town of McMurray 
concerning the development of the area? 

A I met the Mayor, the then Mayor of McMurray and had at least 
one discussion with him on a visit to McMurray. 

Q In McMurray? 

A In McMurray. 

Q And did you discuss with him the possible sites of develop- 
ment and the areas where development would take place? 

A I am sure I gave him my opinions. 

Q And in giving him your opinions, Mr. Hamilton, did you also 





receive views from him as to where he thought the developmen 
would take place? 

A Well, we had a chat about the prospective development of the 
Town of Fort McMurray, I cantt be any more specific than 
that. 


Q Did you gather from him, or did you know from your own 
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2-B-13 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 
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(Cont. ) observation as to where the development would take 
place? 

No one knew, this was a guess. 

It was a guess, and you endeavoured, your company endeavoured 
to obtain some property from Bishop Piché? 

We endeavoured to Cait up options and gain ownership of all 
the land that we thought would possibly be the subject of 
development. | 

Including the. land belonging to Bishop Piché? 

I had no direct contact with this, but I would have thought 
that this was one parcel that it would have been desirable 
for us to try and get, and I believe that our agent did 
contact Bishop Piche. 

Yes, and you now know, de eanese. that Dr. Allard, through 
one of his companies was successful in getting it? 

Yes, yes indeed. 

Now, in the development of the Town did you, or did your 
company make any attempt to get the area that you owned 
zoned for commercial purposes in the Town? 

Some of the land which we owned has now been developed 
commercially; for example, there is a new service station 
site at an important intersection. I believe that we have 
permission to develop another service station on another lot 
or two that we own. Of course we picked up some already 
existing lots on the main street and developed such things 
as a bank, and so on, on those. 


Yes, the main area that was developed was on the property 
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2-B-14 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


Q (Cont.) belonging to, that was acquired by Dr. Allard? 

A Yes. 

Q After Dr. Allard had acquired this property I take it there 
was quite a conflict between your company and his company 
before the Municipal Planning Board or the New Town or the 
Council, as to where the development. should take place? 

A I dontt recall this, I think there was no doubt that the 
property that was acquired by Dee Allard was a prize 
commercial site. 


Q And because you had not been able to obtain this property 





were you endeavouring to obtain from the Town zoning for 


the development of another area of the Town? 


A Yes, I believe so. I didntt take an active part in these 
discussions. 

Q But you were a Director at the time of the company? 

A Yes, an officer of the company. 

Q Yes, and consequently these matters would be discussed betwee 


the officers and the procedures to be followed? 





A I had some knowledge of them but they were not my day to day 
concern, 
Q Fine, and in these discussions before the Planning Commission 





eventually you lost out? 


A Yes. 

Q On the main development? 
A Yes. 

Q Mr. Commissioner - 


THE COMMISSIONER: Yes, we will adjourn at this point. 
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2-B-15 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 





(The Hearing stood adjourned at 
11:15 A.M. and resumed at 


11:30 A.M.) 
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3-M-1 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 

Q Mr. Hamilton, as we adjourned we were discussing the Fort 
McMurray Land Developments Ltd., and their holdings in 


Fort McMurray. 


A Yes. 

Q The company had quite substantial holdings in Fort 
McMurray? 

A Yes. 

Q And, of course, it was not possible to develop them all at 


the one time. 














A That is correct. 

Q Now, on September 10th, 1966, were you still a director of 
the company? 

A Yes. 

Q I show you a letter that was written on this date on Fort 
McMurray Land Development stationery, and signed by Mr. --? 

A Hc iii Bodie. 

Q As president of the company? 
Yess 

Q Would you be familiar with the contents of this letter? 

A I saw it sometime after it had been written. 

Q Could I mark the letter, sir? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Exhibit 389. 

MR. MAYNARD: One paragraph of this letter, on 
page 2 -- 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Maynard, for the letter -- for 


the record, could you identify the letter? 


MR. MAYNARD: A letter dated September 10th, 1966, 
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3-M-2 
G. C. Hamilton - Maynard Ex, 


MR. MAYNARD: (Cont.) from Fort McMurray Land Developments Ltd., 


MR. 


THE 


MR. 


THE 





Signed by Mr. J. L. Bodie as president, to the Honourable 
A. J. Hooke, Minister of Municipal Affairs. The last 
paragraph on page 2 of the letter, Mr. Hamilton, reads as 
follows: 

"Tn as much as the slow gradual development that lies 
ahead is not our normal type of operation, and in 
view of the fact that the appointed town administratio 
board, which includes a representative of Great 
Canadian Oil Sands Ltd., will be operating for the 
next few years, and will be very closely regulating 
the areas of development, we feel that possibly the 
town would be well advised to acquire our holdings 
at a reasonable value." 

Do you know if the Town of Fort McMurray acquired your 
holdings as requested in this letter? 
No, they did not. 
Fine, thank you, Mr. Hamilton; that is all, Mr. Commissioner 
CLEMENT : Mr. Commissioner, Mr. Short just 
would like to verify the numbering of this exhibit, the 
letter of September 10th, 1966, designated as Exhibit 389. 
SHORT : “think 1t's 385, isn't it? 
COMMISSIONER: The letter dated the 3rd of May, 
1966, was Exhibit 388. 
SHORT: I haven't --, 
COMMISSIONER: Did you put in a letter dated the 


3rd of May, 1966, Mr. Maynard? 
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Hamilton - Maynard Ex. 


GILL: 


CLEMENT: 
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I don’t think we put it in. 


T think that is the letter Mr. Gill 


Suggested was not necessary to go in. 


COMMISSIONER: 
MAYNARD: 
COMMISSTONER: 
exhibit? 
CLEMENT: 
COMMISSIONER: 
that in, Mr. Gill? 
GILL? 
COMMISSIONER: 
become Exhibit 388. 


CLEMENT : 


MR. CLEMENT; 


COMMISSIONER: 


counsel arising out of this 


GLEE 
COMMISSIONER? 
CLEMENT : 
COMMISSIONER: 
CLEMENT 3 

further questions. 


GILL: 


Oh. 
That's right. 


Then that wasn't put in as an 


No. 


I see. You said you didn't want 


That’s correct, sir. 


Yes, Well, this last exhibit will 


Thank you, sir. 
LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 10th, 
BODIE TO HOOKE, AS PRODUCED, 


MARKED EXHIBIT 388. 


1966, 
Is 
No further questions. 

Are there any questions by any 


last exhibit? 


No, thank you, sir. 

Mr. Clement? 

No, thank you, 

Are we complete with Mr. Hamilton? 
Yes, I believe so, sir. I have no 
You will recall, sir, that I said 


that I wanted possibly to examine Mr, Hamilton concerning 
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3-M-4 
G. C. Hamilton = 





MR. GILL: (Cont. ) the Council meeting of September 13th, 1965. 
Mr. Rodgers has very kindly made available to me the 
minutes of that Council meeting, and Mr. Hamilton was not 
present at it and therefore I am unable to examine him 
Qn elgee. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All hinestrt then, Mr. Hamilton, I 
have just one question I want to ask you. This Buena 
Vista -- has it been identified on the map there? 

MR. CLEMENT : Yes, it has, sir. It was indicated 
by Mr. Menzies as being in the vicinity of the Children's 


Zoo, in this area here. 


MR. GILL: I think we put a "BV" on it, did 
we not? 
THE COMMISSIONER: If we haven't would you put "BV" on 


it and then I will know -- , 





MR. CLEMENT: Yes, it’s in this area here. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It’s. on there? 

MR. CLEMENT : Yes, I was in the wrong bend of the 
river. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Is it marked "BV"? 

MR. CLEMENT: We will make it "BV" here, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Have you any further questions, Mr. 
Clement? 

MR. CLEMENT: No, thank you, sir. 

THE COMMISSTONER?: Thank you, Mr. Hamilton, You are 
excused, 

A Itm sorry -- . 
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BoMa5 
S. C. Rodgers —- Clement Ex. 


THE COMMISSIONER: You can return to Calgary, you don't 


have to hang around. 


A I’m sorry -- I didn’t mean to turn my back on you -- 
THE COMMISSTONER: No, that’s fine. 

A I thought I was already excused. 

THE COMMISSIONER: No, that’s fine, All right. 


(Witness retires. ) 

MR. CLEMENT: Mr, Commissioner, before Mr. Rodgers 
testifies may I put in evidence a document that Mr. 
Holloway was asked to prepare -- in effect, a table of 
the various positions that he held with the government, 
commencing with the year =-- actually the table commences 
with the year 1940 and extends to 1965, 

THE COMMISSTONER: Yes, I requested that of Mr. 
Holloway, just indicating the various positions he held, 
because there are quite a few and we didn’t have specific 
dates, and he has prepared this table which I think will be 
helpful. 

MR. CLEMENT: If I might have this marked, sir, 


and request the Court Reporter to make a number of copies —- 


THE COMMISSIONER: Yes. 
MR. CLEMENT: -- for the convenience of counsel, 
THE COMMISSIONER? Yes. Exhibit 389. 


“SCHEDULE PREPARED BY MR. HOLLOWAY 
IS MARKED EXHIBIT 389, 


SIDNEY CLIVE RODGERS, sworn, examined by Mr. Clement: 


Q Mr. Rodgers, you are an official of the City of Edmonton? 
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S. C. Rodgers = Clement Ex, 


co Fr DO Fe LY 


And what is the position Ry hold? 

Director of Planning. 

And that is a department of the City government? 

Yes. 

And speaking in general terms, what is that department 
charged with? 

The main responsibility of the department is to advise the 
City Commissioners and City Council on matters relating 

to the orderly development of the City, and to administer 
the various bylaws which Council has passed under the 
authority of the provincial planning legislation, 

How long have you held this position? 

Since December of 1965. 

Yes, and were you associated with the department prior to 
this? 

Yes, I was. 

In what capacity? 

From 1960 to 1965 I was assistant chief planner, and from 
1956 -- January 1956 to the end of 1960, I was an assistant 
planner, | 

Now, what is the distinction between chief planner and 
director of planning? 

Well, none, really. The title chief planner was in use for 
some years, The superintendent of the planning department 
is director of planning under the zoning bylaw, and has 
become more general in use in the latter -- in the last two 


years; but the superintendent is also the secretary of the 
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3-M-7 
S. C, Rodgers - Clement Ex. 


A (Cont.) municipal planning commission, and the development 
control officer, depending on the legislation that he has 
to work under from time to time, 

Q Now, Mr. Rodgers, I've asked to bring with you the records 
of the City including the records of the various boards 
such as the Interim Development Appeal Board, and so on, 
which have had to do with certain properties to which this 
inquiry has been directed. The ones that I wish you to 
speak to, Mr. Rodgers, are, first, the leasehold property 
that Ideal Homes held during -- under lease during the 
years 1950 to 1952, and then the -= Lots 3 and 4 in 
Wellington Park, and the Buena Vista area which was the 
subject matter of some discussions, with a view to 


exchanging the Wellington Park property for the Buena 





Vista, Could we start, then, with this leasehold property 
which has been marked here in yellow, and designated "L", 
which is in the Bronx? Just --— I’m not going to ask you 
to refer to documents, Mr. Rodgers, unless it is necessary 
for the continuity of your testimony, If counsel wish 


you to deal in more detail with any of these matters by 





reference to documents, they will ask you to do that 


themselves. 





Now, could you just give me the 
history of the zoning of the area in which this "L" is 
included -- tha is, the Bronx leasehold to Ideal Homes from 


1950 on to 1957, according to your records? 





A Well, sir, perhaps I should start by explaining that the 
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3-M-8 

S. C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 

A (Cont.) City of Edmonton was under a zoning bylaw from 
1933 to sometime in 1950. In 1950 the zoning bylaw was 
Suspended and replaced by a development control which the 
Legislature provided for. This meant, in effect, that 
the zoning which was in. operation prior to 1950, was to be 
used as a guide by the City in interpreting what the highest 
and best use of land should be, whilst the general plan 
was being prepared. 

Q This has been mentioned by Commissioner Menzies, but 

| dovhépe it would be as well to put on the record, as 


briefly as you can, what is involved in the general plan 





under the legi slation, 


A Well, sir, a zoning bylaw has traditionally been a device 





for protecting private property to maintain its value, and 
So on, and to prevent primarily residential areas being 
invaded by unsuitable uses, 
Incompatible uses? 

A Industrial and so on. Now, the theory has been, over the 
last thirty years or so, that zoning would also be an 


extremely useful device for implementing policies which a 





particular community may determine to be one to improve 

the economic base of its community, to improve its 
attractiveness, to encourage development and so on. To 
this end, then, the general plan becomes a statement by the 
community of these aims and goals, and a zoning bylaw 


consequently can be used to implement these policies, 





The general plan, then,is an envisagement of the total use 
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3=M=9 

S.C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 

Q (Cont.) of the City, the uses of one in relation to 
another in various parts of the City? 

A That is correct. The one feature about it, perhaps, that is 
more important than any other, is that it is comprehensive 
and it looks at the community as a whole, and individual 
problems are looked at in the light of the community. 

Q And then it is in relation to this general plan that zoning 


for particular areas is finally determined? 


A Yes. 
Q And during the interval from the time of the interim 
development -- that is, 1950 -- until the zoning under the 


general plan is established for a particular area, the 


matter is --- you wouldntt say in a state of flux, but at 
least -- 

A It isa difficult -- 

Q There is a certain amount of room for Council to deal with 


these matters because there isntt any bylaw which is 
strictly applicable to it. 

A That is correct. It means that any proposal for land 
use has to be looked at on the basis of its own merits, 
with study into existing land uses in the vicinity, 
probable uses, changes which may take place in the vicinity- 
Well --. 

A --- as well, and it was assumed under the legislation that 
continuing study towards a general plan would be available 
so that individual decisions could be made as time 


progressed, 
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3-M-10 
S. C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 






Q Exactly. Then, with that background, Mr. Rodgers, would you 
come to the leasehold property "L" which is alongside the 
main line of the C.N.R. in the vicinity of, I think, 


127th Street? 
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3-P-1 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 





















A Well, I am not familiar with the zoning of that property as 
it existed under the 1933 Zoning Bylaw but it is clear, I 
think, that the problem facing the City and the Planners 
at that time was whether the property should be residential 
because there were a number of houses there in the | 
immediate vicinity. 


Q This would be south of the tracks then that the houses 





were, would it be? 
A Yes. I am sorry sir, you are referring to the property 
south of the tracks? 


Yes? 





A Yes, there are a number of houses still existing west of 
127th Street and north of 5th Avenue. 

0) Yes? 

A And this is an extremely difficult problem, of course, 
whether to allow new industries into an area which is 
substantially residential or to allow further housing to go 
into a district which by reason of logic under the Planning 


process should become industry, being adjacent to the 





trackage and being separated from the newly developing 


residential areas south of 125th Avenue. The Avenue was a 





logical break but one couldn't discount the fact that there 
were houses there and I am sure that this was the reason 
there wasn't a decision on the -- 

Q Well Mr. Menzies as I recall his evidence thought there was 


consideration being given to establishing a buffer zone along 
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3-P-2 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 


























Q (cont. ) here to insulate the housing from the trackage, 
if I recall his testimony? 

A Well, I am not aware of a buffer strip on the south side of 
the tracks. I know that there were plans for a buffer strip 
on the north side of the tracks in a somewhat similar 
situation. 

Q Well, in any event, what was the progress of the matter so 
far as the portion on the south side of the tracks? It 
started off with a leasehold interest to Ideal Homes and 
ended up in about 1957 with a sale by the City to Anarrdo 
Company I think they called it? 


A Well, I am sorry sir, I haven't gone through the various 





documents on this matter. I understood that Commissioner 
Menzies would be handling this part of it. 


What I do know is this that in 1958 the Edmonton 





Regional Planning Commission adopted a broad zoning covering 
the City and I am fairly certain that at that time this 
particular property was zoned under that plan for industrial 
purposes and as such the City then did not have the right 

to allow anything but industry into this particular area. 


Q Yes, but in 1950 to '52, you donft have information available 





with you now as to what the zoning was other than that it 
was in this interim development period? 

A No sir I dontt. I think that the best that can be done is 
to submit a copy of the 1933 Zoning Bylaw which was used as 


a guide during that period. 
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Well, I used to have to read that Mr. Rodgers and I wouldn't 
want to have that put in the records here unless it were 
necessary which I don't think it is. You could perhaps 
inform me as to what the zoning in fact was in 1933 Bylaw 
upiaint bl. 19,50? 
Yes: 
And that would have afforded a guide for your Planning 
Department ? 
That is correct, yes. I will do that. 
Now, would you come to the history of zoning in the 
Wellington Park lots? 
Well -- 
I should say for your information in case your file doesn't 
go baek. that far, Mr. Menzies said that under the 1933 
Bylaw it had been zoned as one family residential area al- 
though up until 1950 it was largely bush land? 
Well sir, I have information on the Wellington Park property. 
In actual fact, that property was zoned as agriculture under 
the 1933 Zoning Bylaw and that remained up until 1961 in 
effect when the City of Edmonton Zoning Bylaw was brought 
out to replace development control in this part of the City 
and at that time the frontage property on to 127th Street was 
zoned for R2, two family dwellings and the property at tlhe 
rear of the lane was zoned at one time as Rl, one family 
dwellings. 

I should add though that in 1958 a re-plotting scheme 


was passed and the original Lots 3 and 4 were broken down 
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A (cont. ) into, I think, nine smaller lots. 

Q Yes, we have the re-plot plan in evidence Mr. Rodgers. I 
thought that Mr, Menzies had said that when the re-plot went 
through the zoning changed but perhaps more accurately it 
would be that after the re-plot went through then the 
zoning of it took place? 

A Well sir, I am afraid the legislation changes from year to 
year on planning matters and it is somewhat difficult to 
follow procedures but, under a re-plotting scheme where you 


have two large parcels and these are broken down into 








smaller lots and adjustments are made on street alignments 
and lanes, when an owner agrees to a re-plot, then he agrees 
to the lam use which is assumed by reason of the breakdown 
in size, 

Q Oh, I see what you mean, The re-plot includes an intended 


usage and the consent to the re-plot involves consent to 


both? 
A That is correct, 
Q So then, in 1958 the re=-plot went through with the 





accompanying consent of at least the great bulk of the owners 


of land around there to a one family zoning. Now, let me be 








clear on this, did it start out in 1958 as one family or did 





that come later? 
A Yes, on the particular Wellington Park property or the large 
area that it was part of. 


Q Well, perhaps I should refer to -- it is a plan which we 
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Q (cont. ) haven't found necessary yet to put in evidence but 


just for the sake of making sure I understand your testimony, 





acre lots 3 and 4 are now in part of Blocks 33 and 32? 

A That is correct. 

Q And when you spoke of the larger area, were you speaking of 
Blocks 32 and 33 or this total re-plot? 

A I am speaking of the total area which included development 
other than one family. 

Q Well, let us just confine ourselves to at least Blocks 32 and 
33-2 Now, do your records show that in 1958 on completion of 
the re-plot became one family dwellings or mixed use? 

A Well sir, I inspected the re-plot drawings ad was rather 
surprised to see that there was no reference to use on it. 


However, the lot sizes on to 127th Street would have made 


them -- they would have merited R2 zoning. 
lesee? 

A And where this appears in the material that the Land 
Department has on file, I am not aware, Be that as it may, 


in 1961 when a large part of the City was zoned, these 
frontage lots were zoned two family as were lots further nort 


on 127th Street. 








Q Well now, let's just be sure we are clear on that; you are 
speaking now of Lots 17 to -- what was it, 23? 

A May I refer to my notes? 

Q Yes, by all means? 

A The lots which are zoned R1 are Lots 17, 18 and 19, Block 33. 

Q Yes? 
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A And Lots -- 

Q Just for the sake of the record, 17, 18 and 19 are to the 
west of the lane which again is to the west of 127th Street? 

A That is correct, and the lots fronting on to 127th Street 
are Lots 20 to 23 in Block 33 and Lot 19 in Block 32 were 
two family. 

Q Yes, there was an additional lot was there not in Block 32 
as part of the conversion of acre Lots 3 and 4 or am I 
mistaken in that? 

A Well, I would have to refer to the original re-plot. 

Q I am just trying to find some Exhibits Mr. Rodgers that are 
already in. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Clement, dontt Exhibits 375 and 
376 establish the very thing we are trying to get? 

Q MR. CLEMENT: Well for convenience and reference 
sir, it is Exhibit 105 that I had in mind, that is a plan 
of the re-plot? 

A That is correct. 

0) And this indicates that Lots 19 and 20 in Block 32 were 
also part of the conversion of those Lots 3 and 4? 

A Thatts correct. 

Q Yes, all right proceed. Well, in 1961 it wound up under 
those classifications? 

a ‘eg sir. I think that the Commission is looking for the 
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full story on the zoning attempts on this land. 
There was one in November, 1957 when the property was 


still as Lots 3 and 4 and prior to the re-plot where an 
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(cont. ) application was made to change the classification 
of the land from agriculture to commercial to permit a hotel 
on the property. Under the procedure which existed 4 tha 
time the matter came up before the Interim Development 
Appeal Board of the City of Edmonton and the application was 
refused. | 

Yes. Now, we have some documents in on that already Mr. 
Rodgers. As a matter of fact, to go back to 1954, can you 
identify Exhibits 107 and 108? 

Yes sir, these are both letters from the Interim Development 
Appeal Board of the City of Edmonton dealing with 
applications on this property. 

Yes. As I understood the testimony, the end result of the 
matter was a sort of a permit or license for non-conforming 
usage for a couple of years? 

That is correct. The future disposition of the general area 
had not been determined at that time. 

Yes? 

And no doubt the Board felt that temporary uses would be 
appropriate until a time when decisions were made on land use 
Well, let us come to 1956 then, at which time this two year 
license for non-conforming usage would have run out. Was 
that extended or renewed in any way according to your 
records? 

There again sir I am afraid I dontt have the material on 
this. I understood that it was extended though but I believe 


you already have that material on the file. 
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Q Well from Mr. Macdonald we can have a Memorandum prepared by 
him, you haven't any further information on that? 

A No sir, I think it was not until 1957 that a detailed plan 
was started within the general area and this is the time 
when active steps were taken to try and determine what land 
uses would be recommended and Ena sete enent of streets and 


lanes and so on. 





Q Well, if you will just proceed, you have reviewed the 
material and made a chronological summary of it, I believe, 
from what I saw in front of you. Would you inform Mr. 
Commissioner then? 

A Well sir, the next thing we have on file relative to the 

Wellington property is that in June of 1963, on June 22nd 

of 1963 an application was made by J. H. Campbell to rezone 

property from R2 to C2. Now, ths was for Lots 17 to 23 

in Block 33, Lots 19 to 20 in Block 32. 

That is all the frontage on 127th Street is it not? 

That is correct. No specific use was proposed. 


Well, what does C2 include then Mr. Rodgers? 


= 1 Se 


C2 at that time included a very broad range of commercial 


uses, retail, offices and so on, things you would normally 








expect to have in a commercial centre. 

Q Yes, and this application was made to what body? 

A This application was made to the Municipal Planning Commissi 
I am sorry, the Technical Planning Board as it was called at 
that time. 

Q Within your Department? 
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C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 


A Through the City Planning Department. I am the secretary of 
the Commission. 
Yes” 

A And we handled the administrative details of the Commission's 
work. The Planning Department opposed the application for 
various reasons. 

Opposed it? 

A Opposed it. It was considered by the Municipal Planning 
Commission on July 25th of 1963 the Municipal Planning 
Commission also opposed the application for the same reason 
as advanced by the Planning Department. 

Now, at that point in time the applicant was advised 
that he did not have the support of the Municipal Planning 
Commission. He was also advised of his right to proceed 
further to City Council and have the matter considered there 
but no further steps were taken by the applicant and our 
file is closed on it. 

Q Now, just for clarity on the record in respect of this 
property, any property which was zoned pursuant to the 
general plan, the Interim Development Appeal Board has no 


function? 





A Well, I can tell you the position right now, it is difficult 


to look back at that time and say precisely how the 





procedures were but I repeat though that in 1961 a very large 
part of the City including the northwest part of the City 
came under the new Zoning Bylaw and as I recall the 


procedure at that time was, an application to amend the 
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(cont. ) Zoning Bylaw had to be processed through the 
Municipal Planning Commission which body advised Council 

on rezoning applications. 

This is what I was trying to come to I think Mr. Rodgers that 
once the Zoning Bylaw is passed then any variation in that 

is a matter of amendment of the Zoning Bylaw which has to be 
done by Council? 

You are talking about that particular time in June of 1963? 
Well, if it were different then you had better tell me about 
it then. I had always understood, whether then or now, that 
if there is a Zoning Bylaw enacted as such, any amendment to 
it must be made by the authority which passed the Biuaw in 

the first instance? 

Oh yes sir, that is correct. At that time and at the present 
time, of course, the Appeal Board, the Development Appeal 
Board can allow variations, relaxations from regulations and 
so on. But only Council can pass a Bylaw which changes the 
Zoning Bylaw. 

And changing R2 on these lots we are speaking of to C2 would 
constitute something in the nature of an amendment to the 
Bylaw? 

Yes sir. Yes, in fact, the application was made to amend 
the Zoning Bylaw. 

Very wdal, proceed? 

In the same file there is a letter from the Chief Planner 

to Mayor Dantzer dated May 17th, 1965 advising that the 
frontage lots on to 127th Street appeared suitable for 
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3-P-11 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 





A (cont. ) rezoning to R3, residential district. 
That is a little higher density? 
That is right, bearing in mind that at that time they were 
RQ 
Yes? 

A And there is nothing in the file to indicate how the request 
came to be made but, it would appear that the Chief Planner 
was asked for his opinion on what an alternative use would 
be from the R2. 

Q As an alternative to the C2? 

A As an alternative to the C2 which failed to get the 
support of the Department. 

Yes, and how did the matter progress then? 

A Well the next thing that we have on file is an application 
on this particular property -- now, shall I deal with the 
Buena Vista matter separately or in the chronological order? 

Q Well, by whichever means you can make the development 
clearest to us Mr. Rodgers? 

A Well, as it affects the Wellingtagn property, the next thing 
we have on record is an application again by J. H. Campbell 


to the Planning Department to amend the Zoning Bylaw and 





this is dated June 22nd, 1965. The application is to change 





Lot 17, 18 and 19, Block 33 and Lots, in Block 20, Block 32 
from R1 to R2. These are essentially the lots atthe rear 


of the lane. 





Oh yes? 


Q 
A And also to change Lots 20 to 23, Block 33 and Lot 19, Block 
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C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 
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(cont. ) 32 from R2 to R5. RS being a medium density 
apartment zone. This application was considered by the 
Municipal Planning Commission in July, July 22nd, 1965 and th 
Commission recommended that Council proceed with an amending 
Bylaw in order that the matter could be considered after 

a public hearing. 

Council agreed with this and in September the matter was 
prepared as a Bylaw and was given first reading. However, 
after the public hearing and consideration by Council, on 
September 13th, 1965 Council determined that the zoning be. 
not changed, 

Were there some petitions presented in connection with that 
hearing? 

Yes sir, there were petitions. 

Do you have then with you? I merely ask, do you have then 
with you? 

Yes, I have petitions. 

Some other counsel may wish to explore this with you, sir. 
Yes, there are some petitions in the file. 

And the upshot of the hearing though was what? 

Well, Council on September 13th, 1965 then resolved that the 
zoning be not changed. 

The next thing relative to this site is a letter 
addressed to the Secretary of the Municipal Planning 
Commission on November 3rd, 1965 from Commissioner Hamilton 
requesting the Municipal Planning Commission to advise on 
the most intensive residential use that it would be prepared 
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6-P=18 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex, 


A (cont, ) to support on this property. 

The next day, November 4th, 1965 the Municipal 
Planning Commission recommended that R4 residential uses be 
considered for the frontage lots, again Lots 18 to 19, Block 
232i -sanduiLotsee2 0) to: 26h4. ni Blocks 3 3a 

The City Commissioners reported this recommendation to 
Council and eventually on February 14th, 1966 Council passed 
Bylaw 2794 which changed the zoning on those frontage 


properties from R2 to R4 and that is the zoning which applies 


today. 
Q And how about the back lots on the west side of the lane? 
A Well, they were not recommended for change and they still 


remain as Rl. 
And that is the status today as far as your records go? 

A That is correct. 

Q In the course of all these considerations Mr. Rodgers, did 
you have any communication direct or indirect with Mr. 
Campbell? 

A There are some letters on file, sir, but I don't recall ever 


meeting or talking with Mr. Campbell. 





I see, and what was the general nature of those letters? 


Well largely ones concerning the last Bylaw, Bylaw 2794. 





That would be of recent date then, relatively speaking? 


= OC fF LC 


That is correct, although the Commissioners had asked the 
Municipal Planning Commission to advise on the highest 


residential zoning that they would be prepared to support, 
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3-P~14 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 





A (cont. ) it appeared, that Mr. Campbell was not very 
happy with the rejection by Council of R5 and indeed was 
not very happy with R4 and there is a letter stating this. 

Q Just let me pause at this moment Mr. Rodgers; Mr. Campbell 
being unhappy with the decision of Council, did he have any 
appeal or remedy for his unhappiness? 

A No sir, there is no provision under the Planning Act for an 
individual to appeal a decision of Council where Council have 
rejected an application to amend the Zoning Bylaw. 

Q Very well. Now, that brings us to a conclusion of a short 
history of Wellington Park, does it? 

A Mat 18 correct . 

Let's turn to Buena Vista? 

A On the Buena Vista matter, on June 17th, 1964 the City 
Commissioners requested that the Municipal Planning 
Commission consider a proposal to rezone Lots 48 to 54 Block 
5, Plan 5237KS Buena Vista from RRA, restricted residential 


district to Rl. 
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3-B-1 
C, Rodgers - Clement Ex. 


Q 
A 





What is meant now by RRA? 

Well, this is essentially a one family zone where there are 
greater restrictions than normally apply to one family 
dwellings; primarily in such things as lot size, the size of 
yards; and the RRA district applies to those relatively 
small portions of the City where very expensive houses are 
built, and the lot sizes are larger and the regulations are 
more strict. 

The purpose of the re-zoning was in effect to permit a 
nursing home because the RRA district did not allow nursing 
homes, but an R1 zone could have provided for a nursing home 
to be built. 

Oh, I see. Do your records show who made this application 
for a change in the zoning? 

The request was made by the City Commissioners, 

Oh, yes. 

The application to re=-zone Was made out by the Department on 
behalf of the City Commissioners. 

Oh, 1y.es. 

This is not unusual in the case of City owned land, of course, 
and the land at that time was in the City ownership. 

Well, did your Planning Department support this application? 
Yes, we did. 

You thought it would be a reasonable development in that 
area? 


We felt it was reasonable because it was directly across 





from the children’s zoo, and fronted on to the zoo proper, 
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C, Rodgers - Clement Ex. 


A 
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(Cont.) and although the general area was a very high standar 
we foresaw that there may be difficulties in getting the type 
of housing on these frontage lots that we thought would be 
desirable. 

Yes. Well now Mr. Rodgers, in coming to that conclusion, 
supporting the City Commissioners, what considerations did 
you have in mind, purely good Ayenning? 

Yes sir, purely planning. Frankly, it is difficult enough 
to recommend on land use and zoning changes dealing with the 
strict planning aspects without being directly concerned 
with ownership; and I might say this, that nowhere does the 
legislation discriminate on matters of owners. The property 
can change hands without our knowledge, without our caring 
about it, and, consequently, when we are asked to advise on 
zoning matters the question of who owns the land to my mind 
is not relevant and should not be relevant. 

Well, I would agree with you, it should not be relevant; 
what I want to make clear, Mr. Rodgers, 1s were you 
influenced in any way by any desire, expressed or implied, 
on the part of City Commissioners, to have this re-zoning 
effected in order that they could make an exchange of that 
for the Wellington Park property? 

No sir, no pressure was put on myself, and to my knowledge 
on anyone else in the Planning Department. We looked at it 
from the point of view that there were demands for nursing 
home sites elsewhere in the City, this is at a time when the 
legislation favored private establishment of private nursing 
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3-B=3 
C. Rodgers - Clement Ex. 
- Wright Ex. 
A (Cont.) homes, and difficulties had been experienced in 


locating suitable sites. To my mind this was a suitable 
site, and we supported it. 

Q Very well, and then WHat was the progress of the matter 
after that? 

A The application was considered by Council and I believe that 
Commissioner Hamilton stated that the Council required a 


Hearing to be held in the district, and which he attended, 





to advise the residents of the proposed nursing home. The 
matter was reported back to Council on September 14th 1964, 
at which time Council struck the bylaw from the agenda and 
it was filed. That was the end of it as far as Council were 
concerned. 


And that is the end of your file too, I take it? 








A That’s all I have, sir. 

Q Will you answer my friends? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Gill? 

MR. GILL: No questions. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mepel owen? 

MR. BOWEN: No questions, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Crawford? 

MR. CRAWFORD: I have no questions, sir. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Wright? 


MR. WRIGHT EXAMINES THE WITNESS: 
Q Yes, I am showing you your file that you were reading from, 
actually the petition of the people opposing the bylaw 


in connection with the 127th Street property is not on your 
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3-B-4 
C. Rodgers - Wright Ex. 


Q (Contw)sfileséise ite 

















A I am sorry, I haven't checked it through, but if that is the 


case, then - 











Q Yes? 

A If that is the case, then - 

0) I believe the one in favor of it is? 

A Yes. 

Q A letter dated the 13th October 1966 from Mr. Campbell to 
you says that: 

"In the early part of 1966 Commissioner Hamilton informed 
me that his Department would request the re-zoning of 
my property together with other land on the west side of 
127th Street to R4. He pointed out that while in his 
opinion R5 was certainly warranted, he was sure the 
City Council would re=-zone to R4. When asked whether or 
not this meant a further sum of money to be paid by me 
he said: 
0h, no, this is our own application and no expense 
will be involved for you.?*" 
I have read the letter correctly? 

A That is correct. 

Q That part of it then? 

A Yes. 

Q And in point of fact in the ordinary course of things after 
the second zoning application, because apparently there were 
two of them - 

A Yes: 
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3-B=-5 
C. Rodgers - Wright Ex. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 

















- he was asked to pay $172.45, Mr. Campbell was? 

Yes. 

And it appears that this was waived? 

Yes, it was waived on the instructions of the City Commis- 

Sioners. 

Q Because Mr. Menzies, in his letter of the 23rd November says 
that: 

"In view of the involved proceedings associated with this 
application the Commissioners have decided your 
Department should assume the cost of the second zoning 
advertisement." 

This is addressed to you? 
A Yes. 


Q So that this was, even the zoning application was out of the 





ordinary, was it, in this case? 

A Yes, it was not usual for a bylaw, once being processed, to 
be revived in effect, although it is unusual it is not 
exceptional. 


Q Not only that, it appeared that the City itself was anxious 





to try and straighten this out? 
A I believe the Commissioners were concerned that the matter 


could be settled if at all possible. 





Yes. I am sorry? 

A I was just going to add that when the R5 density failed to 
be approved that it was not unreasonable to consider what 
would be an appropriate alternative one, if an alternative 


to the existing zoning were suitable at all. 
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3-B-6 
C. Rodgers - Wright Ex. 













Q All I am getting at is that there was rather more activity 
and interest on the part of the City Commissioners in this 
re-zoning than in the average case, was there not? 

A Than the average case, yes sir. 

Q The average similar case I mean, that is from the point of 
view of an amendment to the bylaw? 

A That is correct, the City Commissioners are not normally 
involved in re-zoning applications unless the City happens 
to own the land. 

Q And that, there is some indication that perhaps the 
Commissioners took the initiative here, is really extra- 
ordinary, isn't 10: 

A Well, the Commissioners are members of the Municipal Plannin 
Commission itself, and as such it is not extraordinary for 
the Commission, the Municipal Planning Commission that is, 
to advise on alternative zoning. 

Q IT was not talking about that, but to take the initiative 
to amend the zoning apparently? 

A It is unusual where the City is not the owner of the land 
affected. 


That's right? 





Yes. 





Q 
A 
Q But this is what happened here? 
A Yes. 

Q 


Thank you. 


THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Maynard? 
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3-B-7 
C. Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 


MR. MAYNARD EXAMINES THE WITNESS: 





Q Mr. Rodgers, did you say you have in your file a petition 
relating to this re-zoning of the Wellington Park property? 

A Well, I have several, sir. If you are referring to the 
last zoning of the property, 1965? 

Q 1965, that's right. You have several, I understood Mr. 
Wright to say that the petition opposing the re-zoning was 
not present, that you only had the petition in favor? 

A Well, I am sure there was, there was a petition in favor, 
and I believe that is on the file. As to a petition 
opposing it, it should be in here; if it is not, then it 
should be available somewhere. 

MR. WRIGHT: There is a photostat of the petition 
opposing it in there, Mr. Rodgers. 

A Is there? 

MR. WRIGHT: And there is indication that there was 
a petition in favor, but that is not in there. 

Q MR. MAYNARD: Well, if you have not got the petition 
in favor in the file perhaps I will hand it in to you, so 
that you might recognize it. 

A I am sorry, sir. 

MR. WRIGHT: I am sorry, I got it exactly reversed, 
there is a photostat of the petition opposing the proposed 
change in the bylaw in there. 

MR. MAYNARD: But there is no petition in the file 
in support of the application? 


MR. WRIGHT: But it says there is one because the 
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3-B-8 
C. Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 


MR. WRIGHT: (Cont.) locations of the various residents - 
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Speaking from memory, there were people who were supporting 
the zoning. 

MR. MAYNARD: Mr. Rodgers, I show you a petition here 
relating to the re-plot of Lots 17, 18 and 19 in Block 33 
and Lot 20 in Block 32; this relates, of course, to the 

area we are discussing, the Wellington Park property? 

Yes. 

Have you seen this petition before, or a copy of it? 

Oh, I am quite certain I have, sir, yes. 

Yes. When you receive these petitions, both for and against, 
are these petitions analyzed, Mr. Rodgers? 

Well, we get a great number of petitions on matters dealing 
with re-zoning. We examine them to the extent that we feel 
that they are strictly relevant to the application, to the 
case in point. If we feel that there is a great deal of 
Significance with them, then they are normally plotted ona 


map so that if Council wishes to have a knowledge of where 






these objectors and supporters are, then it can be made clear 
to them. 
Was that procedure followed in connection with this particula 
area? 

Not to my knowledge, sir. 
You have no record on file showing or analyzing the petitions 
for and against? 

Well, there was a map which showed three objectors, and I 


have that with me. (Producing document. ) 


SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





, > a 


ae 


ya 8 ae 
- atnebiee1 avotzav ons Yo anoisasol (stn02) a. LAW, an 




















| yardrogqua etew ofw elqoog emeW oxvorld \yromem mort gatstacq® 

| -painos eds 

. 
stad nottitzeq s» voy wode I ,ateybor 7M :GAAMYAM .AM = 8=6Q) 


) cf soold mi OL bas BL VE etoi to tolq-e7 od of gatistlor 
: 
| sit of ,setmtoo to ,e9taiew aids -S¢ soold at GS sol bas 


fysrsqo1q A184 notyniLioW eit _poiaayoetbh ets ow so%8 


2oY A 

$4i Yo yqoo 6 10 ~etoted notsiteg aids nooa uoy oval Q 

| aey ,tka .ovad I nias199 stiup ap I ,s0 A q 
Ly .tisgs bas 1607 dod afoititeq saend evieoet voy noAW a Q : 

fategboA .2M .besyisas esotsiseq exeds 616 i , 
atilash atstieam no anotsiteq Yo w8dain teorg 8 Joy ow flew A f | 

| foot ow tedd toodxe oft oF mony ontmaxe oW .gninoxs-01 dAdiw | 
| ait of .noissoiiqqs-oft of tasveleot yisoitsa ets yeds teadst . 
re 


to isob dae 8 et Stent Jans [eet ow tL .tatoq at caso 6) 


s mo bedtolq vilamion ox6 yord acds mods Asiw eonsoitiagia 


| 
| 


erefw to spbelwond » ever oF aodetw ftonnoD tt jade o@ qaa 


sold ebam od nso ti meds . 916) etedtogqque bas atodoetde seeds 
-modd of 


* 


slvoisusq etsét dtkw aolsosanos ai bewollot sasbecertg dadd2asW 
S ie 





- >. : , 
S ’ 
se at a . 
pee tT” 
o ps 


~ Soh be ii oil din 
Hoe ots yatta 2 | eb | 


ry 2 




















3680 


3-B-9 | 
C. Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 




















Three objectors to the application for re-zoning? 


Q 

A That is correct. 

Q And these three objectors were located where? 

A One is located on the northwest corner of 134th Avenue and 
P27 th Street. 

Q Excuse me, you say 134th Avenue and 127th Street, and we are 
dealing with an area two blocks south? 


A Yes, it is more equivalent to an area one block south, these 


are short blocks. 


Q Yes, we have 133A Avenue intervening. 

A Yes, it is a short block. 

Q Fine, and where is the second objector? 

A The second objector was one immediately abutting to the 
south of the property on Lot 24, Block 33. 

Q Yes, and the third one? 

A The third one is on the northwest corner of 128th Street 


and 133rd Avenue. 


Q Were those the only three objectors to the proposal? 


A To my knowledge, sir, yes. 

Q And could you take a look at the petition I have just given 
you? 

A PVam*sorry. -Here it .is: here. Yes, I have ‘that. 

Q And this petition indicates from the heading that it is in 


favor of the re-zoning? 


A That is correct, yes. 
Q And how many signatures would there be on this petition, 
roughly? 


SUPREME COURT REPORTERS 
EDMONTON, ALBERTA 





















mee 
‘gekmos-o7 10% abkteoiiqgs oft ot juin 
 goea109 at pee 


fe1edw beteool e1vew a totostdo 9o1+ eeodd bad 


- 
| 
| 


bos sunevA ASbEL Yo temMt0D teewdttoa edd no bedaool at ead 
.toord2 AFTSEL 
15 ow bas .tee sve ASTSI Das sumovA ATSELT Yas voy .oa seuoxd Q 
| Sdduoe esioold ows seis aa Adiw goitesb ; 
seott .ddvoe doold sno sets os of Jnelayiups stom ak tk .2aY A . 
-etoold diode ote 
.potaovirednt ouaevA ALEL sven ew aor 9 . 
| doold st0de 5 ak 32 (eet “A ib 
trodostdo brosse od? at saermw bas .onkt 0 i 
ots od gaittuds ylotetbommi ec asw totoatdo baooss oT A 
| -££ a#oolm .bS Jol ano ydr9eqo1g of9 Yo Myboa 
Seno bitdd ods bas . ae 
) sg0742 AIBST Yo *enrco Jaswhdada eft no at sno bikds SAT A. 
) .oumevA bittI baa 
| CIsaoqorg od oF¢ atotostdo sels ylao eds saods e19W Q 
.2ov ,tia ,epboiwon ym oT | 
uovig taut ever I soititeq odd Ja dool s eles voy blues baa 
thoy 
. tere ovarl I .20¥ ered - se oe os ae I A 
ak et 9k daft gathed ont ot oe Aw ktkdeq att | 
ae! +e ORE ee | na 


a) 
ir 


























» 7) oo, ~ 


‘ — | i 4 ~ : oe 
beens 
an 4 
A PS aad ai 4 
p : Poa 

















3-B-10 
C,. Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 
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A About seventy-five, eighty, something in that order. 

Q Mr. Commissioner, may I have this petition marked as an 
Exhibit? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Exhibit 390. 

MR. MAYNARD: A petition in favor of re-zoning of 
Wellington Park, certain lots in the Wellington Park area, 
July, 1965. 

PETITION IN FAVOR OF RE-=ZONING, 
WELLINGTON PARK AREA, JULY, 1965, 
MARKED EXHIBIT 390. 

Q MR, MAYNARD: Now, Mr. Rodgers, I think Mr. Menzies 
indicated yesterday that this particular area had been 
re=-zoned to R5? 

A Well, that=is not correct, sir. 

Q It was just a mistake on his part? 

A Yes. 

Q Fine, Now, was there an application made after the area 
had been re=zoned to R4 for subdivision of the area? 

A No sir, the property was zoned in February 14th 1966, and 
I have no knowledge of any proposal since that date as it 
affects this land. 

Q No knowledge of any further subdivision proposal? 

A No sir. 

Q Have you any knowledge of any application for development, 
for a development permit on the area? 

A No, I do not, no. 

Q Now, who in the City Council would have that information? 

A The City Council? 
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3-B-11 
C., Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 


Well, I am sorry, not City Council, City Administration? 

A The building inspector would issue a building permit for 
the actual construction of a development. 

Q This does not come within your purview at all? 

A Well, we check applications for conformity to the bylaw, 
this is routine administration. If it conforms to the bylaw 
it is approved and passed on to the building inspectors. 
When I say, sir, that I have no knowledge of an application, 
that is because I don’t personally check all permits which 
are issued throughout the City from day to day. 


Q Well, Mr. Rodgers, I have a problem, maybe you can tell me 





how I can solve the problem. My information is that an 
application has been made for a development permit on this 
property since the re-zoning; and that the application is 
just pending, there is no action on it, we cannot get any 
action from anyone in the City: now, how do I get the 
information relating to this before this Commission? 

A Well, can you give me the date when the application was made 
and I can certainly investigate it? 

Q I am sorry, I haven’t the date of the application, but it 
is since the re-zoning. 


A May I, I asked for a search, and I may say this, sir, lI 








asked for a search of anything relative to J. H. Campbell 
and applications to the City, and my information was that 


there was no application. 





Q Well, possibly Mr. Clement = 


MR. CLEMENT: Well, now, just a moment, this sounds 
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3=-B=12 
C. Rodgers = Maynard Ex. 


MR. CLEMENT: (Cont.) more like business for the ombudsman than 
for this Inquiry, sir. 

MR. MAYNARD: No, Mr. Commissioner, it is relative to 
this extent. Since 1950 something the people involved with 
Ideal Homes have been endeavouring to obtain re-zoning, 
development, exchange of property, and so on; and they have 
met frustration after frustration; and they have been told 
that, well, the City Commissioners have been helpful, we have 
heard this, but after they finally realized that they cannot 
get re-zoning to R5, they cannot get an exchange of property, 
they then proceed to apply for a development permit of the 
area in accordance with the zoning, and they are still unable 
to obtain any satisfaction from the City. Now, I would like 
someone to come here and give us the problems, why this has 
been done and why this continuous frustration exists even 
today in connection with the people involved in Ideal Homes 
in this particular problem, Now, I don’t seem to be able to 
get very far, Mr. Rodgers obviously cannot help us. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Who can give the answer, Mr. Rodgers? 

A Well, sir, we will scour our records. My information, there 
Was no application for a permit made for a use on this 
property since re-zoning. JI would say this, however, if an 
application is made on any property, that the person has the 
right to go through the normal appeal procedure if he fails 
somewhere along the way to get approval or refusal or 
conditional approval from the Department. 


Q MR. MAYNARD: Well, Mr. Commissioner, Mr, Menzies is 
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3-B-13 
C. Rodgers = Maynard Ex. 





Q (Cont.) coming back to deal with another aspect that was 
left over that he undertook to obtain some information on. 
Maybe he could also look into this matter and get us some 


information on it? 


MR. CLEMENT: This is more particularly in Mr. Rodgers? 
Department, 
MR. MAYNARD: It is not planning, it is development; 


Mr. Rogers’ Department is planning. 

MR. CLEMENT: The building inspector does not come 
under your jurisdiction? 

A Well, the Planning Department is responsible for administering 
the zoning bylaw, and an application for approval under the 
zoning bylaw is handled by the Planning Department. Now, 
if the claim is that an application was made on this 
property and no decision was forthcoming on it, if it were 
made to the Planning Department it should be on record, 
sir, and all I can say at this time, sir, is I have no 
knowledge of it being on record. 

MR. MAYNARD: Mr. Commissioner, I don’t want to give 
evidence, that is why I am suggesting we get someone here 
who can deal with this matter, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Mr. Rodgers, will you check and 
seeif there is such an application? 

A I certainly will, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right, and you will report back to 


Mr. Clement if there is such an application? 


A Yes. 
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3-B=-14 
C. Rodgers = Maynard Ex. 





MR. MAYNARD: Thank you, 
MR. CLEMENT: I think perhaps Mr. Rodgers might be 
invited to come back and report to the Inquiry, sir. 

THE COMMTSSTONER: Yes, you can come back and say one thin 
or the other, if you inquire, Mr. Rodgers, and return here 
tomorrow morning and try and get this matter finished up. 

MR. WRIGHT: My Lord, may that letter of the 13th 


of October 1966 from Mr. Campbell to Mr. Rodgers be marked 


also? 
THE COMMISSIONER: Exhibit 391. 
LETTER, CAMPBELL TO RODGERS, 
OCTOBER 13th 1966, MARKED 
EXHIBIT 391. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Have that letter removed from the file 


and a copy made and then it can be returned to the file. 
Are you available tomorrow morning, Mr. Rodgers? 

A Well, sir, I had planned to go to Calgary tomorrow morning 
but I am at your pleasure, sir, if you wish me to be 
available. 

THE COMMISSIONER: When will you be back? 

A Well, I will be back on Monday. 

THE COMMISSIONER: We have to finalize this aspect, we 
can't keep on going on and on. 

A Well, I have no objection, 

THE COMMISSIONER: IT appreciate it if you could be here 
tomorrow morning and let’*s get this matter cleared up. 


Is that all for today, Mr. Clement? 
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3-B-15 
C. Rodgers - Maynard Ex. 


MR. CLEMENT: 
today, sir. 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


tomorrow morning at nine o’clock. 
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That is all the evidence I have for 


Yes, we will adjourn then until 


(The Hearing stood adjourned 


at 1:00.P.M.) 
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